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.OVERSIGHT HEARING ON JUVENILE
RESTITUTION PROGRAMS

TUESDAY. MARCH 3, 1981
‘ House ¢r REPRESENTATIVES,
« ' SuBCOMMITTEE, ON, HUMAN RESOURCES,
+,  CoMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR,
‘e Washington, D.C.
The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:30 a.m., in room
2%61, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Baltasar Corrada pre-
siding.’ R
~ Members present. Representatives Corrada, Williams, and Petri.
Staff present: Gordon Raley, staff director; Deborah Hall, clerk;
Dorothy Strunk, minority senior legislative Essociate; and John
Dean, minority senior legislative associate.
Mr. GorrApa. Geod morning, ladigs angl'gentlemen. .
Chairmat Andrew’s wife is scheduled Tor surgery this morning

and he has'gone to be with her. He asked me to express his regrets .

and preside 1n his absence. . "
Pursuant te its oversight responsibility for the Juvenile Justice
and Deliquency Prevention Act, the. Subcommitfee on Human Re-
sources convenes this morning to review progress made by a
number of restitution projects funded 2 years ago by the Office of
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention. ~ :
. The'idea of making restitution, whether for sins committed or
crimes perpetrated, is certainly a very old one. It predates many of

our modern-day judicial codes. At the same time, employment of |

restitution models by the American juvenile justice Ssystem is rela-
tively new. - .

As I understand it, these prejects are really aimed at making the
concept of justice mean something to the offender and the victim
alike. Young people, most often
fenses, are given the opportunity\to work and repay their victims
instead of being locked up. Thus, it keeps first offenders and minor
offenders out of secure correctional facilities while still allowing
them to literally pay for their crime. R

Restitution certainly seems to be a good idea on paper..Today we
are here to see if it works in reality. About 2 years.ago the Office
of Juvenile Justice funded 41 projects in 26 States, Puefto Rico,
and Washington, D.C,, through a restitution initiative. I under-
stand thatxan initial evdluation of this program by an independent
evaluator is near completion. We have that evaluator, as well as
“juvenile justice officials with us this morning.

Following them, tHe project manager from one of the actual
projects in Madison, Wis, will describe thte program as it was
implemented at the State and local level, and then a youth panel

"‘ )

who have committed property of- .
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" consisting of youngsters who have participated in the program,
.+ both in Washington, D.C.. and in Wisconsin, will describe its
' " "impaet on a personal level. - :

Mr Dodge and Dr. Schneider will join us at this time. Mr. Dodge
is with the Office of Juvenile Justice here in Washington, D.C.,and
Dr. Schneider is the evaluator from Eugene, Oreg \

We, welcome Douglas C. Dodge, branch chief. juvenile justice
system program, special emphasis division, Office of Juvenile Jus-
tice and Delinquency Prevention, Washington, D.C. . .

We also welcome Dr. Peter R. Schneider, principal investigator of

the Juvenile Restitution Initiative, Institute of Policy Analysis,

*?

) Eugene, Oreg. R "
s Dr Schneider, will you take a seat. . -
. . We welcome both of you to these hearings and appreciate very

much the tesimony to be presented by you today, with reference to
these innovative demonstration projécts and your views on the
Subject. . < ° P .

We are joined today here in the subcommittee by two of itg
members, Mr. Williams and Mr. Petri. o

If you have any initial statement that you would care to ma'\i:e, 1

. would recognize either-or both of you. If not, we will proceed with
the testimony of Mr. Dodge.
. [Prepared testimony of Dougtas C. Dodge follows:]
g . -

PRePARED TESTIMONY orF DoucLas C DobGe. Brancu CHIEF, JUVENILE JJUSTICE

System ProGraM. SpeciaL EmpHasis Division. OFFICE OF JUVENILE 'JUSTICE
AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION o

1 appreciate the opgortunity. Mr Chairman, to appear today before the House
Education and_ Labor Su mittee on Human Resources tu discuss efforts by the
Office of Juvenile Justice ad Delinquency Prevention tu promote restitution Yy
Juvenile offenders as an altgfnative to incarceration Ites a particular pleasure to
. . represent the Office pefgre this Subcommuittee for the first time since enactment of
the Juvenile Justice Amendments of 1980 T

As you know. the major share of the annual OJJDP appropriatign 1s allocated to
the states according to a population formula for use in assnstm&ﬁach state imple-
ment such juvenile programs as the state deems appropriate Smaller portions of
our funds are used for research and evaluation, technical assistance, coordination of
Federal activities, and discretionary grahts which give special emphasis to innova-
tive prevention and treatment approaches

In February of 1998, the Office announced a major competitive funding initiative *
to support_projects which utilized restitution by juvenile offenders Attention to this
area was ggemed appropriate in light of the emphasis in section 224(ak3) of the
Juvenile' JUStice and Delinquency Prevention Act on programs which are "effective

. means uf diverting juveniles from thg traditional juvenile justice and correctiorial
* system, including restitution projects e thajor objectives of this imitiative
were to hold youth accountable for their offedges, while providing an alternative

. disposition to incarceration Accountability for m¥gdeeds would be.directly targeted
to benefit the victim and the community ‘

Programs would be further cost effective because of the avoidance of the costs
assoclated with incarceration of young offenders Maintenance of an individual 1n a
. residential facility costs the goverriment from 324,000 to $43,000 per year, depending

on the locality and the level of security -The cost per participant in a restitutiog
projd8t, on the other hand, 1s only $1,000. a significant savings Restitution partici-.
pants enjoy the additional /benefit of a meaningful employment experience which
helps 1n their rehabilitation

Restitution for this program is conceived of in its broadest sense It 1s defined to |
include payments by an offenderin cash tu the victim or service either tu the victim
or the general community These payments must be made under jurisdiction of the
Juvenile or criminal justice process OJJDP added a new dimension to monetary
restitution by providing tunds which could be used to support youth in employment
Provision of this employment support, together with the use of community service,

.
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are viewed as gving all offenders an equal opportunity to pmjtlcnpate.‘regardleés of
their ability to pay ’ - .

N Between September- 30, 1978, and ¥March 9. 1979, OJJDP funded 41 juvenile

restitution projects in 26 states, Puerto Rico. 4nd the. Diggrrct of Columbia Within

this group, there were six state-wide agencies or organizations responsible for over-

« sight of program implementation at 50 local sites 35 other localities were funded
. directly Thus, 85 projects were supported-under the imtiative’ -
Grants fo¥ the program ware made for 24 months The total amount- awarded for

the two-year périod was $19,564,000 Of the initial 41 awards, it 1s anticipated that

36 will be coptinued for a third year - -

-"To assist with project .mplementation,, OJJQP. Awarded a techmeal ‘assistance
contract to the National Office of Social Responsibility (NOSR!, of Arlington, Virgin- .
1a, NOSR has developed several training manuals, and conducted a number of small

N training confevences for project personnel

Six of the sites are being intensively evaRiated by the Institute for Policy Analysis
(IPA) of Eugene. Oregon IPA 1s also implementing a management information
system which provides a?)ase of data on all projects . -

Monetary restitution 1s the most frequently used form of restitution used by the

projects. followed, by community service and direct serVice to victims Two programs, .

Puerto Rico and Charleston, South Carolina. do* not accept any cases involving

monetary restitution Wayne ‘County. Michigan, accepts a monetary restitution

referral ‘only if the youth already has a. job Otherwise, they rely on community
service placé ments - .-

The projects vary sigmificantly in the scope of their activities The narrowest 1n

. scope receive an offender orfly after a restitution plan and order has been-developed

The youth wiil be placed and restitution payments will be supervised A few ancil-

lary services are also provided for the victims or offenders About one-half of the

_programs fall into this category This type of project 15 more psedominant among

- the state-wide sites where individual projects tend to be smaller and fewer persons
- are available- for delivery. of services The directly-funded local projects are more
hikely to provide ancillary-services to victims ‘ .-

- The projects offer a range of employment oppertunities, including job develop-

.+ ment tlocating and reserving slots for project youth) and job assistance (placing ¢
individual youths in a yob) Subsidized work has the added ingredient of providing

funds to support the youth in a job . .

Subsidized employment opportunities are offered by 69 percent of the local proj-
ects and 62 percent of the state-wide projects. Job assistance 1s more popular than
job development. although, the difference is-marginal Only ten percent of the
projects offer all three services Half of the local projects attempt to place the youth
in-a permanent Job, but only orfe state-wide project with three sites offers this
service to participants ey o

The results which have been-reported regarding the operation of the various
restitution projécts are encouraging Many of the objectives set fpr the program are
being met. As of November 30, 1980, the follgwing data have been reported

The number of youth referred to the projects is 16,000;

The offenses which resulted in these referrals involved nearly 17,000 victims and
$8 7 million 11 losses; .. i .

Judges have ordered $2 4 million 1n monetary payments, 318,000 hours of commu-
nity service, and-5,100 hours of direct service to victims, -

In 14812 closed cases, Juveniles placed by restitution projects have' pai $1,076;200
1n monetary restitution, worked 177,935 hours of community service, an perfyrmed
more than 4.157 hours of direct victim service; - /

- 787 percent of the youth referred are successfully completing their origirial or
adjusted restitution orders, this- successful completion rate goes to 87 percent if
project neligibles are removed from consideration; !

" 856 percent of .thé referrals have no subsequent contact with the juvenile court
alfter the offense that resulted in a referr& to the project and prior to their case’
closure .
. We are very pleased with these results, and believe Tt 1s particulary noteworthy

that many young people are finding permanent employment as a-result of their

placement 1n Jobs by restitution projects > .
Besides the projects in this initiative Mr Chairman, OJJDP funds have been used

* 1n a number of other instances to support restitution Some states havé- deemed 1t
appropriate to' use formula grant funds to implement restitution programs I have
brought with me a listing of OJJDP awards relating to restitution. Several back-
ground papers and evaluation documents have been prepared by the Office which

» may provide the Subcommittee with additional insight into the nature and impact

of restitution activities I am pleased to submit this material for your use

’
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We hope, Mr Chairman. that as the results of these pilat projects are disseminat-
ed widely. more jupisdictiong will utilize their own resources to imitiate simular
efforts This 15 a time when all levels of #overnmeht must look for ways to hmit

thetr expenditures and conserve resourges Restitution 1s being shown to be a cost &

effective alternative to- old ways. of doing business Given the other benefits—
reduction 1n récidivism, provision of redress for victims, accountability on the part
of offenders, and meaningful employment opportumities for youth—we believe that
these restitution programs are resulting 1n greater community confidence in the
Juvenile justice system process + . )

Thank yop, Mr Chairman [ would how be pleased to respond to any questions

- STATEMENT OF DOUGLAS (. I)()l)(y}. BRANCH CHIEF, JUVE.-

NILE JUSTICE SYSTEM PROGRAM, OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUS-
. TICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION, WASHINGTON, D.C.

< Mr. Dobge. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. -

I appreciate the opportumty, Mr. Chairman, to appear today
before the House Education and Labor Subcommittee on Human
Resources to discuss efforts by the Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention to promote, Testitution by Jjuvenile offend-
ers as an alternative to incarceration. It is a particular pleasure to
represent the Office before this subcommittee for the first time
since enactment of the Juvenile Justice Amendments of 1980.

&s you kndw, the major share of the annual OJJDP appropri-
ation is allocated to the States according to-a population formula
for use in assisting each State implement such juvenile -programs
as the State deems appropriate. Smaller portions of our funds are
used for research and evaluation, technical assistance, coordination
of Federal activities, ‘and discretionary grants which give special
emphasis to innovative prevention and treatment approaches.

In February -of 1978, the Office announced a major competitive
funding initiative to support projects which utilized restitution by
Juvenile offenders’ Attention to this area was deemed appropriate

“in light of the emphasis in section 224(a)3) of the Juvenile dustice

and Delinquency Prevention Act on programs which are “‘effective
means of diverting juveniles from the traditional Jjuvenile justice
and correctional system, including restitution projects.* * *'*

The major objectives of this initiative were to hold youth ac-
countable for their offenses, while providing an alternative disposi-
tion to incarceration Accountability for misdeeds would be directly
targeted to benefit the victim and the community.

~ Programs would be further cost effective because of the avoid-

" ance of the costs associated with incarceration of younggpoffenders.

Maintenance of an individual youth in 4 residential facility costs -

the Government from $24,000 to $43,000 per year, depending on the

. locality and the level of security. The' cost per participant in a
" restitution project, on the other, hand, is only $1,000, a significant

savings. Restitution participants enjoy the additional benefit of a
meaningful employment experience whigh helps in their rehabilita-
tion.

Restitution for this program is conceived of in its broadest sense.
It is defined to include paymenfs by an offender in cash to the
victim or service either to the victim or the general community.
These payments are made under Jjurisdiction of the juvenile or

~.criminal justice process. OJJDP added a new dimension to mone-

tary restitution by providing funds which{could be used to support
youth in employment. Provision of this employment support, to-
. ’ .

3
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ether with the use of commuynity service, are viewed, as giving all
offenders an equal opportunity to participate, regardless of their
ability to pay .

Between September 30, 1978 and March 9, 1979, OJJDP funded
11 juvenile restitution projects in 26 States, Puerto Rico, and the
District of Columbia. Within this group, there_ were six statewide
agencles or organizations responsible for oversight of program im-
plementation at 50 local sites. Thirty-five other locaTﬁ;ies were
funded directly Thus, 87 projects were supported under the initia-
tive, *

Grants for the program were made for an 1nitial 24 months. The
total amount awarded for, the 2-vear period was $19,364.000 Of thé
original 41 awards, it i1s anticipated that 36 will be continued for a
" third year. ) .

To assist ‘with project impleméntation, OJJDP awarded a techni-
cal assistance contract to the National Office of Social Responsibili-
ty (NOSR), of Arlington, Va. NOSR has developed several training
manuals and conducted a number of small training conferences for
praject personnel.

Six of the sites are being intensively evaluated by the Institute
. for Policy Analysis (IPA) of Eugene, Oreg. IPA is also implement-
ing a management information system which provides a base of
data on all projetts .

Monetary restitution is the most frequently used form of restitu-

tion under the projects, followed by community service and direct .

service to victims. Two programs, Puerto Rico and Charleston, S.C.,
do not accept any cases involving monetary restitution. Wayne
County, Mich., accepts a monetary restitution referral only 1f the
youth already has a job. Otherwise, they rely on community service
placements. .

The projects vary significantly. in ‘the scope of their activities.
The narrowest in scope receive an offender only after a restitution
plan and érder* has been developed. The youth will be placed and
restitution payments will be supervised. ‘A few andillary services
are also provided for the victims of offenders About one-half of the
programs fall into this category. This type of project is ‘more pre-
dominant among the statewide sites where individual projects tend
to be smaller and fewer persons are available for delivery of serv:
ices. The djrectly funded local projects are more likely to proyide
ancillary services to victims. -

. The projects offer a range of employment opportunities, includ-
mng job development—locating and Treserving .slots foi project
youth—and job assistance—placing individual youths in a job..Sub-

A

sidized work has the added ingredient of' providing funds to support ]

the youth in a job. -

Subsidized emplayment opportunities are offered by 69 percent of
the local projects and: 62 percent ,of the statewide projects. Job
assistance is moré popular than job development, although the
difference is marginal Only 10 percent of the projects offer all
three-services Half of the local projects attémpt to place the youth
in a permanent job, but only one statewide pfoject with three sites
.offets this service to participants. - .

The results which have been reported regarding the operatron of

the vanous restitution projects are encouraging. Many of the objec-’
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. tives set for the program are being met. As of November 30, 1980,
the following datu have been reported through our management-
operation system. - T : o T

" The number of youth referred to the projects is 26,000, the of-
fenses which resulted in these referrals mvolved néarly 17,000
victims and $8.7 million in losses, judges have ordered 32.4 million
in monetary payments, 318,000 shours of community service,?and
2,100 hours of direct service” to victims, in 11,612 closed casef
juveniles placed by restitution projects have paid $1,076,200 /n .
monetary restitution, worked 177,935 hours of community service,
and performed more than 4,157 hours of direct victim service, 78 7
percent of the youth referred are successfully completing their
original or adjusted restitution orders, this successful completion
rate goes to 87 percent If project "ineligibles are removed from °
consideration, 856 percent of the referrals have no.subsequent

’contact with the juvenile court after the -offense that resulted ig a
referral to the project and prior to their case closure.

We are very pleased with these results, and believe itws particu--
larly noteworthy that many yoing peeple are finding permangnt
employment as a result of their placement in jobs by testittition
prajects T

Besides the pgojedts in this initiatiye, Mr. Chairman, OJJDP
funds have been used in a number of other instances to support . '
restitution Some States have deémed it appropriatg tv use formula
grant funds to implement restitution programs._,

I have, brought with-me a listing of .OJJDP awards relating to ¢
restitutfuyns Several background papers ‘and evaluation dgcyments
have. been-prepared by the Office which may pr8vide the subcom-
mittee with additional insight into the nature and impact of resti-
tution activities. I am pleased to submit this material for your use
The information has been provided to the staff. :

We .hope, Mr. Chairman, that as the results of these pilot proj-’
ects are disseminated widely, more jurisdictions‘will utilize their _
own resources to initiate similar efforts, This is a time when all .

. levels of government must look for ways to limit their expenditures
and conserve resources. Restitution is being shown to be a cost.
effective alternative to old ways of doing business. Given the other
benefits—reduction in recidivism, provision of redress for victims,
accountability on the part of offenders, and meaningful employ- -
nfent opportunities for youth—we believe, hese restitution
programs aré resulting in .greater community confidence in the
‘juvenile justice systent process.

Thank you, Mr Chairman. I would now be pleased to respond to
any questions. . .

Mr. CorraDA. Thank you, Mr. Dodge.

We will now listen to the testumony of Dr. Schneider. After he
has concluded his testimony, then we will open up the hearing for
questions to both wjtnesses. Dr. Schneider, will you please proceed
with your testimony. N . '

{Prepared testimony of Dr. Peter R. Schneider follows:]

PREPARED TESTIMONY OF PeTER R ScCHNEIDER, PH D, PrincipaL INVESTIGATOR,
» INSTITUTE OF PoLicy ANALYSIS, EUGENE, OREG . ~

+ The program announcen_'ne'nt entitled “Restitution by Juvenile Offenders An_Al-
ternative to Incarceration” was issued by the office of Juvenile Justice and Delin-




. . .

.

quency Prevention on February 27, 1975 Following a two-stage applications process .
< ™\.grants wére awarded to 11 separate projects in 2% states. Puerto Rico and the

District of Columbia Six of the grahts were awarded to statewide agencies or.

organizations to oversee the im lementation and admmistration of S local pro- *

- grams in selcTted counties or judicial districts ~Altogether, the juvenile restitution
nitiative has provided support for &) programs—all-buf a few of whith were created .
[ as a direct result of federal funding ’

g

Funding for the/initiative was projected at 310 mullion per year over three years.
and mxtmll);dséb?r:xllmn was committed for the first two years Thirddear funding -
. will be consyd€rably less than $10 million, however. for several reasons Two of the .
~~projects dropped out of the nitiative during the first year, several others weres .
ternhmged after two years dué to unsatmfactory performagce or noncemphange,
and a Tsmber of others had saved encugh money from their earlier grants to
. “continue at™no additional cost - . <. >
The framers>of the mitiative envisioned the program,as a major research and
development, effurt.designed to support.and®experiment with the use of restitution
as an alternative to Waditional dispositions for young offenders, and specifically as .
an alterngtive to wncarceqation Its major objectives are set forth as follows
41 A reduction n the nimber of youth incarcerated

. ) A reduction in recidinism of those south involved ih restitution programs * ‘
. i4) Provision for some redresssqrssatisfachion with regard to the reasonable value
. , of the damage or loss suffered by viegims of juvenile offenses .
141 Increased knowledge about the\fﬂéSlblllty of restitution for juseniles in terms .
. of cost éffectiveneSs, impact on dlffernnglx.gtegbne:%{\youthful offendefs, and juve- A
pile jJustice process  « PSR )
' {3) An increased sense of responsibility and hqgountabnhty on the part of youthful
offenderg for their behawor . . . - .
. ) Greater community confidence in the juvenile jugtice process .

Réflected 1n these objectives are several specifio concérus i
. First, fttention n this nitiagve clearly 1s directed at_the palicies of juvenile
. courts conderning the more serious offender—the juvenle who has had prior contact ¢
with the police and, or the court or who has commutted. as & first offense, a crime /
which would place him-or her n jeopardy of incarceratign By requining that ¢
referrals %0 -restitution programs be Limrted to adjudicated delinquents, and by {
P emphasizing that the,programs be used as alternatives to incargeratidn, the initia- i
tive obviously 1s targeted it a particular type of juvenile offender- ¢
. <Second. concern for the impact of a restitution_program on the juvenile justice,
. process as a whole 1s expressed in objective 4 OnéNynpgrtant issue 1§ whether th
implementation of a .restitution program, as #n uni nded and unwanted cor
* . quence, will “widen the net"for juvenile offenders and
.:{yslem This might occur 1f juggnile’ authgrities view rest
\sposition, especially when we@ned against unattractive alte

\ncrease’ the number of petitions fited and the nymber of youth atjuditated
other hand, there is the question of whether juvenile court judges ‘ulx'act, use
restitution gs an alternative disposition even when it 1s "Yhade availabl¢ to them
<Third, assumptions are made concerning the impact of participation an a restitu-
tion program on both offégders and vicums Through direct restitution 3¢ communt—
ty service, offenders are expected to experience_“an increased sensi of responsibility
and accountability’ tobjective 3) and be less inchined to commt fuxther offenses
. objective 2+ Victims, by -receiving edress_or satisfactich with regard to their
damage of loss (objective 3;, should mhnifest impfoved attitudes toward the juvenile
justice system and this, in turn, should promote greater cQmmunity confideqce 1n
the juvenile justice process (objective 6) Y
Fdurth, it 1s suggested (by objectlye 4) that the feasibility of restitution may diffec,
by category of juvenile offenders In '%ther words, attention should be focused on theg-.,
. charactenstics of youth who demonstrate significantly different rates of success in "
completing restitutién contracts : - ot .
Fifth, concern~is expressed <again 1n objective 4) about the cost-effectivenéss of S
restitution as compared with other” more traditional, juvenile court dispositiong A
- related issue 1s the ¢ost of different types of restitution programs,.and especially the
. cost and effectiveness ofdifferent restitution program segments *
N To address! the specific interests expressed in the objectives—as well as other -
.. . inportant research questions—the national evaluation of the juvenile restitution
“\.. nitiative is organized into three major components: =~ ~ .
*\ The first major temponent of the evaluation 1s designed to assess the 1mpact of
réstitution on offenders and vicums So that the unigue effects of restitytion can be
isolated, experimental research designs—involving the random assignment of adju-
dicat ‘cte\lmquents agd their victims into experimental and control groups—have
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been estabhshed in six project sites Bose, D). Claston County. GA.”Vehtura
County. CA, Dane County. WI, Oklahoma Counts, OK and Washington DC This
segment of the evaluation focuses vnsoutcume measures such as rates of recidisism
and attitudinal shifts, and invulves comparisdns between restitution and non-restitu-
tion disposition:, programmatii, restitution and nun-programmatie restitution, and
restitution as a sole sanction s restitution coupled with other typer of treatments. |
While cunsiderable data have been generdted by these randonuzed guntrolled eaper:-
' «. ments. the experiments are not et complete gaind.®herefore, the results are not

savallable for inclusion in this testimony These data are perhaps the’most valuable

: wg have, and | am hopeful that we can submut a prelimmary report to this

B committee at a later date o ‘

* The second mujor component of the evaluation relies primarily un the cottinuing
analysis af the case-by -cuse data accumulated througlt the Management Infurmation
Systefy MIS! forms This information reflects. at any given point in tufjie, the status
of theeimitiative 1n terms of total, referrals. case Jlosurggt amounts of monetary
restitution ordered and paid. total community and vict#n service hours worhed,
charactenistics of offenders and victims, and %0 forth These duta ure recelved
weekly by the national evaluation and published 1n the Monthly Evaluation Reports .
arrculated to project directors and other interested parties the report for February,
1921 15 1fcluded as attachment’ A1 These data shed light on =uch things as the
assoclation between categories of offenders and sucvessful cumpletions, and ther
success of the mitiative in serving ats target population, :

The third major component of the evaluation addresses the policy 1ssues assocjat-

ted with the mitiative  This portion of théevaluation draws wpon data from a variety

~ - of sources, 1ncluding MIS forms, descriptions ufzprograms as contained in project

applications. interviews with project directors, and ‘aggregaté data from juveniie

courts throughout the country The policy 1ssues dealt_with fall into several differ-

ent categoriés One categoty of issues centers un the courts and volves questions

cencerning changes 'in court practices as disclosed thryugh the increased use of

restitution as a disposition, reductions in the nuniber uof yoythy incarcerated, and, or

increases 1n referrals and’adjudications Another category of 1ssues involves” the

+ 7. appropriate procedureg for funding and \mplementing restitutyon programs, and

. cals for a tomparison of restftution programs afd, Simularly, the cost of add-on"
components such as psychiatric counseling, and subsidized employment

As work dn each of these components of the evaluation has progressed: a number

. of research reports have been completed and several of these are’appended‘to this

documgent as attachments For, tHe,remainder of my testimony, I want to summarize

the information from these reports in tefms of what we view as the paramount

1ssues addressed by this imtiative : ‘e

s Three questions, 1t seems §o us, are supremg - , N

1 If etstitution (including financial restitution, comm}m' service, and direct

service o spctigs) 1s avaiable as_an alternative dlsposition, will juvemle co.grﬁ

s

ettt et paeh -

. JudgBs useit> And if so. under what conditions and for what types of dffender
2 If reststution 1s ‘ordered .as a disposition for young offenders. can they, be
expected tb cgrry put the terms of their, senterices or, as some ¢ritics have suggested,
gre they "being set up for yet another failufe”’ ) ~
3 If restitution is a reasonable requirenent tg makt; of young offenders, & 1t

v system” ) LB
.. The evaluation of the imtiative' 1s u nished, and #me of the mee critical data—
those from the six experimental proj are yet to be scrutinized s the an-
swers to these questions must be regarded as tentative The/ existing data indicate,
© - ‘however, that restitusion will e used if available, offenders can complete the
requirements. and an impact js discerntble . ¢ - °
A survey we conducted™in 1977%of a randomly-selected wample of jusénidecourt
Judges disclosed overwhelmigg suppqrt and widespread u of restitutionfsee attach-
ment B Typically, restitution was Used for 'ﬁgst offenders charged with minor
property crimes But the ininative was diretted -at sqrivus offenders in Jeopardy of
incarcerition, and the w1llmg£essbf_|udg¢s to use restitution as a sanction for this
. ®class of delinquents was not known C e . Y
' . The record so far 1s very encouraging, with respect to béth the number and type
of referrals . “ . .
s * First, the numbers As of the first,of this year (1981), the national evaluation had
documentation of rhore than 17.000 referrals and, by the time the projects catch up
~ on paperwork, the Tigure will be closer to 20.000 Ultimately, this initiative can be .
expected to Serve more than 30000 offenders and, at least. an approximately equai
number of victims . "

-
-

' . - ’ .

effective 1p terms of its impact on jukeqilds, their victimg, and the juvenile justice . "'
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+Second. the type of offenders The average referrdl to the prujects in this initiative
18 a lo‘fn -year-old male from a low income ($12,000) family Most are white. but
fiearly 23 percent are blagk and hundreds of uther uffenders are members of uther
minorities Data on the setiousness of these uffenders—defined ag a conibinativn, of -
presenting offense and number of priors—are presented in Table 1
These data show that about 34 percent of t§e referrals tu restitution prujects have
. at least one prior offense,-2] percent have thf®e or mure, and 6 3 percent have more
than six priors In terms of presenting offenses, 53 percent were referred for crimes
at the level of "'serious property and above, and about 22 percent had commutted
offenses labeled either ''very serious property” or 'very serious personal’ Mure
than 11 percent had three or more priors and presenting uffenses at the level of
“serious property’ and above—serious offenders 8y any definition
. Finally. the types and amounts of restitutiva ordered About 18,000 victims were
involved in the offenses that resulted-in referrals to restitutiun prujects, and tugeth-
. ér they reported more than $9 mullion in losses—about one-third of which was
recovered from insurance and other sources As restitution for the remainder,
judges have ordered nearly 326 million in financial restitutiun. more than 340,000
hours of community service, and more than 5,200 hours of direct service to victims
The extent to which juvenile offenders can successfully complete restitution re-
quirements 1s reflected, first, in some impressive statistics Through the calendar
year 1980 slightly more than 12,000 cases had beex}r%gd and more than $1 million
in cash had been collected, more than 190,000 huu community service worked,
and more than 4,000 hours of services for victims, performed
The proportion of juvenile offenders successfully completing restitution require-
ments was the topic of a research report issued by the national evaluation last year
isee attachment C) Again, the data are very encouraging They indicate that about
- 38 percent of all referrals can'be expected tu complete restitution as ordered by the
courts
Rates of successful complehon ‘of restitution orders varied, however, by several
preditable characteristics Persuns were more likels to complete restitution reguire-
ments successfully if they were first-time, minor offenders, full-time students, and
from white, middle-income famnhes,?ar persons in these groups, rates of successful
completion averaged 90 percent or mOre =~
However, the variation among groups 1s not great and the rates of successful -«
completion are high even for offenders at the other end of the continuum. The rates
are over 80 percent for persons convicted of very serious personal or property
crimes, with up to*five priors, and from minority families with very low +ncomes
Significant, too, is the amount of the restitution order Persons. are considerably :
more hikely to complete restitution if the amounts of money or community service .
are small, but, even for large orders, the rates are about 75 pércent Interestingly,
there appeared to be no stat;stlcally significant differences in successful completion
between offenders in subsidized and non-subsidized jobs. .
The most appropriate data for assessing the impact of restitution on offenders and
victims are being generated by the six experimental sites and, as previously men-
tioned, those experiments are still under way Inferences concerning the effect of
_restitution can be drgwn, however, from data on the in-program reoffense rate, the
proportion of victim losses recovered through restitution, and the use of restitution
, asasole sanutlon compared with restltutlon as a condjtion of probation
The térm “in-program reoffense rate” refers to the percentage of bifenders who .
. commit new offenses while still officially involved 1n a restitution project In most
projects. the commussion of a new offense results in dismussal from the project and
return to the juvenile court /
A research report which details the methodology of computing in-program reof-
fense rates is appended as attachment D The methodology i1s 9€mewhat complex
and will not be discussed here, except to say that it involves the calculation,of the
probability that a certain proportion of offenders will commit new offenses after a
certain amount of time in a restitution project The data used to calculate the rates
are drawn from official court records
The in-program reoffense rate for the initiative as a whole, based on an expected
amount of time in a restitution. project of 6 2.months, is quite low at only 88.
percent In other words, less than one out of 10 referrals can ber expected to commut
a new offense while still in the project
In a manner similar to that of the successful completion rates, the in- program
reoffense rates vary by type of offender Those more likely to commit new offenses
come from poorer families, have drupped out of school, and have more priors There
are virtually no differences with respect to age, race, and gender and, surprisingly,
no differences attributable to the seriousness of the presentmg offensg

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: . 4
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The i program reoffense rate—an admittedly rough and. by itself. inadequate
measure o readivism—suggests thd‘I restitutivn nught be effective in reducing
subsequent offenses Additivnal evidence uf effectiveness may be found 1n a compari-
son between jggeniles ordered tu mahe restitution as a sule sanction—with no other
requirenments—and juveniles ordered to nlake restitution as a condition of proba-
tion : . , . .

There'gre undeniably goud reasuns fursordering restitution as a condition of
probatiun” For one thing. it provides judges with a juint sanction which seeks
satisfacton for buth injured parties the victim and the state For another, probation
provides judges with a mechamsm for enforaing the restitution requirement At the
same timg.athere are good reasuns for urdering restitutiun as a sole sanction For
example, 1t frees the ume of prubatn officers and thus may be more cost-eifective

A research report_ which compares restitution as a sule sanction with restitution
as a wndition of prubation in terms of successtul wmpletions and ‘in-program
reotfense rates s appended as attachment E The findings are straightforward ’
oftenders ordered -to make restitutivn as a sole sanction have higher rates of
successtul completion. and lower in-prugram reoffense rates, than thuse making
restitution as o condition of probativn The relationship remains constant even
when other important variables—such as number of priors, offense seriousness.
household 1ncuine, schoul attendance. and size of restitution order—are statistically
controlled '

It 15 tempting to conclude from these findings that restitution prubably 1s more
effective than probatiun. since restitutidn alone seems more ®ffectisve than probation
involving restitution as 4 condition Huwever. there are competing eaplanations that
mu~t be mentioned For example. judges may select uffenders they consider ‘good
risks " and excuse them from probation Or, offenders on probatiun may be under
closer surveillance and their offenses more likely tu be detected Until -we have
analyzed the data frum an experimental pruject in which this proposition®is being
tested. 1t 1s 1mpossible to ehiminate these rival hypotheses .

Finally. let us look at the effectiveness of restitution from the standpoint of tHe
victym In most cases, it can be assumed. the victim's assessment of the effectiveness
of restitution will depend upon the extent to which they are compensated for their .
losses vt b

Lreiminary data on the prupurtion of victim' losées recovered indicate that resti-
tution. from the victims™ viewpoint. 15 largely successful On the average. victims-
can expect tu recover about X7 percent of their net losses—excluding ipsurance and
property return—affd 5~ percent of their total lusses Offenders, on the ¥erage, pay
about &4 percent of the victims’ net loss as restitution . v

As expected. the percent of loss repaid as restitution dechines as the amount of
loss increases For ‘net losses up to 3230, offenders pay 44 percent, dechning to 66
percent uf net losses up to $1.000 For net losses over S1.000, offegers pay about %
percent

These figures are impressive. but they should be interpreted with caution They

. reflect, for example, unly those cases in which monetary restitution was ordered
(C'ases 1n which payment of finanual restitution was unlikely probably resulted in
commumty service orders, and this would bias the percentage of victim loss recoy- .
ered 1n an upward direction . :

The 1ssues discussed i1n this presentatiorr do not exhaust those raised by the
restitution 1nitiative, but they certainly are among the most critical We have asked
Will judges use 1t” Can offenders do it” And 1s 1t effective” The answers, as we see
them. are ves. yes. and probably More data must be bruught tv bear un the question ,
of effectiveness, and those data are forthcoming from the experimental projects
Before all the answers to all our questions are known. much more remains to be

done B ,
- TABLE I —CROSS-TABULATION OF SERIOUSNBSS LEVEL AND BFFENSE HISTORY !
Prior ang conCusrent '.‘ebmcueﬂ?menses Kndwn 1o court o;;c:ais 2
Serousoens of ceferry ttemse - o Toat
. Y 1 ? 3 4 b [ percent
) Number of cases T 7008 3274 1863 1162 6% 448 969 l@.dvlz
, Victimless Includes traffic actidents or tickets, status of
fenses drugs alcohol gambhing, prostitution and probation
violations 09 06 03 02 0] o0t 01 22
Minor offenses Minor offenses not easity classified as proper *
. ty or personal such as disorderly conduct 070 04 01 01 01 00 oF 17
+
)
v , P
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




L Y 11
TABLE 1 —CROSS TABULATION OF SERIOUSNESS LEVEL AND OFFENSE HISTORY * —Contnued

PVIO( g COOCu(r?ﬂY Oﬂlmﬂf oﬂenses known 10 COU(I OﬂlClafi

Ny Setousness of refernal offensom ¢ .

> v Totat
LI\ 0 1 ? 3 4 5 6 percent

PR e n e e m e e e e e o —_—

Minor propesty  Any property gffense with koss/damage of . ‘
$10 or less except burgiary ahd arson 64 25 15 11 06 03 07 131

Minor personal Resisting or obstjucting an officer, coercin, v .. i
hazing, other simlar UCR part Il offenses g8 05 04 02, 01 01 02 22
Moderate property Burglanes and arsons with loss/damage o( N : .
$10 or less and any other type of property offense with
loss/damage of $11 to $250 126 062 T34 21 13,07 18 5281

Senous propesty  Burglarres and arsons with loss/damage of N
$11 to $250 and any ofher property offense with Idss,
damage greater than $250 136 59 32 20 13 08 15 283

, Very senous property burglanies and”arsons with boss/damage
of $250 or more 66 37 23 13 08 06 16 169
Senous personal  Unarmed robbenes and non-aggravated as- . o .
saults with loss of $250 or less 18 08 05 03 01 01 02 38

Very senous personal Unarmed robberies and non aggravated
assaulls with losses exceeding $250 and all UCR Part |
personal cnmes inchuding rape, armeg fobbery, aggravated . ’
assauil 19 07 04 03 020 01 ot 38

Tota percent 5202 121 75 45 29 63 100&

)

1 Oftenses are Loded by IPA pefsondel f1om the nariative describtion of the offense contaied on the MIS forms Cudw‘x wategories and fues are
. those used m the Umiform Crime Reports (UCR) Transtes cases are not included
oﬁtm include prioi offenses resuiting in o Lourt contract concurrent offenses No incident 15 Lounted both as 3 pric offense and as 4
cencunenl

—

STATEMENT OF PETER R. SCHNEIDER, PRINCIPAL INVESTIGA-
TOR OF THE JUVENILE RESTITUTION INITIATIVE, INSTITUTE
. OF POLICY ANALYSIS, EUGENE, OREG.

. Mr. ScHNEIDER. Thank you, Mr. Chajrman. :

I want you.and the other members pf the subcommittee to know
how t;'ézry pleased and proud 1 am to appear before your subcommit-
tee toda

1 would like to call your attentxon to the prepared testimony
which I submitted. The first part of that testimony reiterates the
objectives of the initiativé and discusses the research objectives
tha\t the national evaluation had of those objectives. It explains
how the national evaluatien_ is organized to address those issues.

The second half of the testimony summarizes some of the data

that we have on this program to date. And if I may, I would just -

like to summarize that verbally rather than reading my staternent.

Mr. CorrapA. Please do so.

Mr. ScHNEIDER. There are several things we wanted to know
about this initiative when we began. There are some things we

’_{%a'y knew. We knew as a result of the survey we had done in

that about 90 percent of the juvenile courts in the United
States were using restitution, and there was widespread support
among juvenile court judges for the use of restitution.

Most of these kids who were being referred to restitution pro-
grams were first-time or minor offenders. We did not know wheth-
er judges would be willing to use restitution for the wide range of
juvenile offenders that appear before our courts.

We also did not know whether these kinds of offenders would be
able té complete restitution if they were ordered. There was a very

e
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great fear in the community that assigning these kids tu a restitu-
tion program would be setting them up for another failure, conse-
quently, perhaps, leading to more delinquency. )

Then, of course, the third thing we did not know was how effec-
tive rgstitution was These were the kinds of things we wanted to
look at Doug Dodge has gone over some of the data that we haye
had to date

The record as he said is very encouraging in terms of the num-
bers he mentioned There were something like 1,600 offenders.
Those numbers are a month old. As of this month, we have 17,000

the actual number of referrals to this project.

So rnght now out there in the United States are probably 20,000
juvenile offenders in restitution projects as a-result of this initia-
tive By the time the initiative is completed, there will be about
30,000 referrals. One thing he didn’t mention was the kind of
offeriders who are being referred to this program. Generally these

- offenders are 13'% years old, w'hite males; however, 25 percent of
them are blacks and hundreds of athers represent other minorities.
They tend to come from low-income families. The average annual
family income of the referrals is about $12,000, but many are below
that. -

In terms of the seriousness of these offenses and the kind of
offenders that are being referred, 54 percent of them have at least
one prior offense Twenty-one percent of the referrals have three
prior offenses, and 6.3 percent have six .or more prior offenses.

In terms of the presenting offenses, the offenses for which they
are referred to the restitution project, 53 percent, were for crimes
which the Uniform Crime Reports referred to as serious property
offenses, and, 22 percent had committed offenses which would be

* labeled as either very serious property or very serious personal
offenses. T

Eleven percent of these offenders had three or more prior of-
fenses and had presenting offenses at the level of serious property

‘ or above. I think you would agree these are very serious offenders
. by any definition. ;

Doug also mentioned the number of victims and the amounts of
restitution ‘which are being ordered. Again, those numbers are a
month out of date. There are 18,000 victims, more than $9 million

“Ain losses Judges have ordered almost $3 million in restitution and
more ‘theh 300,000 hours of community service. :

In terms of the completion, he mentioned that the statistics are
very impressive. More than $1 million has been paid, 190,000 hours
of community service work completed,” and 4,000 hours of direct
service provided to victims.

The proportion of juvenile offenders that are successfully com-
pleting the restitution requirements is, as he mentioned, about 88
percent.

First, the most successful referrals to this project are the kind of

kids you would expect to be successful. These are first-time offend-

ers who are from middle-income families and are full-time stu-
. dents. C

refertgls and our data collection system runs about 6 weeks behind -

Now, there are a cou;')le of things I would like to say about that. |
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The successful completion ratés dmong those kinds of offenders is
Y0 percent .or better However, the variation among these groups—
the different groups- of kids in this initiative—is not very great.
The‘erjate for successful.completipn is high even for offenders at the
other end of tise continuum. The rate is over 80 percent successful
completion for persons convicted of very serious personal or proper-

. ty crimes, and for those*who’have up to five prior offenses and
- those from minority families with very low inComes.

In fact, I think the smallest rate of successful completion, which
1s 77 percent, is for the offenders who have six or more prior
offenses. So even among those categories of offenders the succegsful
completion rate is high.

It 1s important to look at these from a policy standpoint If you
have a limited amount uf resources to expend on a restitution
program itself—— ! - —~

Mr. Corrapa. Excusé me just a.second. Just for the sake of the
record, when you' talkl about successful completion, how do you
define that concept? -

Mr ScHNEIDER Successful completion is completion of the resti-
tution requirement as it| is originally made by the judge or as it is
adjusted by the judge ‘j o '

Now thiprogortion of the cases which are adjusted is very small.
I think it 1s on the order of about € percent, and that data, by the
way, 1s contained in a report which I submitted to you as an
appendix to my statement: It is a techmcal report, and it is entitled
“The Monthty Evaluation Report for February, 1981." 1t is before
you. . . .

The last thing I would like to mention is the effectiveness of
restitution.s. .

Now, I will have to be sorhewhat cautious here our data is not
fully complete yet. ~ <

The data that we have on effectiveness is coming from our ex-
perimeptal sites. We have eight experimental programs from var-
ious places in the United States. dn those experimental programs,
we have juveniles who are being randomly referred to restitution
and I\onrestiﬁution dispositions and among different kinds of resti-
tution projects. Now, those kids can be compared with kids who
are doing ogher kind$ of things, straight probation or incarceration
or counselingor what have you.

That is what we want to measure. the effectiveness against the
other kind of dispositions v

Those expériments are not complete. We have some data from
those experiments, but I would rather not discuss those data until
we have them all and have had a chance to-analyze them properly

We can look at several other things which will give us an indica-
tion ‘as to how effective these programs can be. .

One thing we dan look at’ is the in-program reoffense rate By
‘that | mean the probability that a youth will reoffend while he is
still in/é{{program, nominally under the supervisin of the juve-
nile court. .

Another thing we can look at is restitution from the standpoint
of the victim. What proportion of thé victim losses can be expected
to be recovered under restitution projects?

Q )
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Then, the third thing is to compare restitution as a sanction
against probation which involves restitution. I think if we can
make that comparison we can get some kind of ah 1dea as to the
unique impact of restitution. °

The 'in-program reoffense rate is, I think, pretty low. On the
average, a referral will stay in.the restitution program for 6.2
months The probability of reoffending while in the program for 6.2
months is only &8 percent. So, at least on the average, about 1 out
of 10 will reoffend while still in the program, and again I caution
you this is while he is under the nominal supervision of the juve-
nile court.

The data on reoffense after they have completed the program 1s
what we are looking for in experimental sites. We don't have that

. yet. > s

Mr CorraDA. Excuse me. You hav® made reference to 8.8 per-
cent as a rate of reoffense when a youngster is still in the program.
How do you compare that to reoffense levels for straight probation
or other types of programs?

Mr ScHNEIDER, Those reoffense rates vary a lot across different
kinds of probation programs. _

My understanding is that the rate of reoffense in a restitution
project is considerably below the revocation rates of kids who are
on,straight probation. . A

Maybe Doug knows this. = #

Mr. DobGe. We don’t have specific data. We had Some experi-
ences under previous programs involving diversion where the reof-
fense rates for specific projects run around 25 percent. But , we
don’t have studies directly on'point. The literature and studies are
pretty skimpy.

Mr. CbrRrRADA. When you say that 8.8 percent is a’low raté, on
what do you base that judgment?

Mr ScHNEIDER. I base it on the judgment}of what can be expect.
ed for'a juvenile under any kind of a disposition in a juvenile court
program. We are talking frequently, Mr. Chairman, about rates of
reoffense of up to 60 percent and more for some of the kinds of
programs that juveniles are in. We are also talking about a serious
kind, of an offe‘r#ier. We are not talking about the first-time minor
offender Here We-are talking about kids who have committed quite
a number of offenses prior to being admitted to this program.

Another thing I think we can look at—and I am net quite sure
what the mechanjsm is which explains these findings—but we have
some data comparing kids who are on restitution as a sole sanction,
no other requirements, and kids who are on restitution projects as

.a condition of probation. These findings are straightforward, and I

think very interesting. , ‘

Across all kinds of offenders, kids who are making restitution as
a sole sanction are doing better in terms of successfully completing
the restitution profect and having lower reoffense rates than kids
who are on probafion programs where restitution is made a condi-
tion of probation/I find that very interesting.

Then the last thing I want to mention is the effectiveness of
restitution from the standpoint of the victim. Now, I think we can
assume in most cases that a victim’s assessment of the effective-
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ness of a restitution program will depe‘ﬁd upon the extent to which
he is compensated for his losses.

We have only preliminary data, and we are still working on this,
but based on data which occurred as of last month, victims can
expect to recover 87 percent of their net losses.That ﬁgure excludes
recovery from insurance and from property return.

The amount of loss that they can expect to return varies as you
go from low losses to high losses. They can expect to recover up to
100 percent of losses ranging between zero and $250 and then that
amount of return, the amount of recovery. goes down as the amount

of the loss increases.

For tosses of up to $1,000, they can expect to recover about 66
percent of their net loss and for losses of over $1,000, it is about 58
percent. .

Again, these figures are impressive, but, I urge you to be some-
what cautious in interpreting them. These data are based only on
the cases in which,monetary restitution was ordered.

In some cases, you have very high losses. We have a case in our
files in which two youths in a New England State deggiled a
freight train, and the amount of loss was $250,000. It was unrealis-
tic and perhaps unreasonable to expect these two young persons to
repay $250,000. I believe the amount they actually paid was nomi-
‘nal. It was on the order, of $200 or $300 Then they worked in some
community service.

That_particular loss figure is not accounted for in these statistics.

Just to summarize, we have looked at three things. One is, if
restitution is available'as a disposition for juvenile court judges,
will they use it? I think the record speaks for that, Judges will use
it. We also have asked if juveniles are ordered to make restitution,
can they do it? Again, I think the record speaks to that. They can
do it and do it successfully. Thirdly, we have asked whether restitu-
tion is effective as a disposition for juvenile offenders. The answer
here is maybe. It might be stronger to say probably. When we get
the results from our experimental sites we will kno#a lot more -
abéut that, I have rese reports on each of the“topics that I
have spoken to as attachmi®ts to my testimony and I will be glad
to answer any questions you have.

Mr. CorraDA. Thank yoy, Dr. Schneider.

We will now go into a questioning session for the thnesses(?md I
will recognize Mr. Petri for questions of the witness at this time.

Mr. Petit. I must apologize if I ask some very basic_questions,
but I can remember as a kid growing up that _judges used to do this
all the time. What is the need for lt——thlS is not somethmg that
has never happened before.

Mr. ScuNeiDER. No, sir. As I mentioned,. restitution was bemg
used by about 90 percent of the. courts prior to this initiative
coming into effect, and there was widespread support for it. But'
the use was very predlctable It was for minor offenders, and it was
diversion in
which the kids were given an opportunity to eithér go into the
restitution projectzor be referred to the juvenile court for adjudica-
tion and for anothez, disposition. This initiative addresses a com- .
pletely different population. This addresses the population of youth
who are adjudicated, and the restitution is then made a:sentence,
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" not a choice that they have 'as an alternative to going into a
diversion program Another thing is-that it deals with a much
" more serious kind of offender. )

Mr Petri Do you know how many are diverted from the mili-
tary service by this” That is another traditional thing that has
been done in reality—at least out where I live, I think. More
serious potential offenders, first offenders, were told if they could
cdnvinge a M%rine recruiter to take them, maybe they would not
get a enminal record, but the town didn’t want them around ahy g

more. - | - -
. If you are just moving people from that approach to some other °
program—— ’

Mr ScHNEDER. I am sorry. I cannot answer that. I do not know
what numbers of kids are brought in here who otherwise might go
into sthe military.

Mr Perr1 Is this program a potential program for being includ-
ed in a blbck grant in the new budget that is coming up? .o

Mr DopGE. The details of the new block grant program have not
yet been released It is definitely possible that the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act could be included. As you know,
the major portion of the current program is a block grant program.
States are utilizing these funds for purposes they deem appropri-
ate. .

In your own State of Wisconsin, restitution has been very suc-
cessful in the counties where it started out The number of counties
participating has been increased.

, Other States, including South Carolina, and lowa, are also
moving to implement statewide projects. As restitution becomes
broadly aécepted, we expect that more and more States will use
their block grant funds to continue or toinitiate restitution efforts.

Mr. PetrI. But I am just wondering if you had any initial reac-
tion to the possibility it might be included in the block grant? Do
you think that would be a good tlﬁﬁg for the program or a bad
thing? Do you ‘think people, if they had the money and had the
freedom to do what they wanted with it, would expend efforts in
this sort of area or spend the money for something~slse and not as
much on this particular effort?

Mr DobGE. It is hard for me to respond to that question definite-
ly My hope is that because of the acceptance of restitution and
Other programs now supported, the activities authorized by the
JIDP Act would be continued. I realize that there are a lot of
demands and a lot of needs out there, but these efforts do have
pretty broad acceptance at-this time. The reason they are accepted
is because we were able to test these concepts utilizing our discre-
tionary funds.

.- Mr. Petr1. Thank you.

Mr.'CorraDA. Mr. Williams?

Mr. WiLLiams. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I welcome both of you gentlemen to the hearing today.

We hear a lot in Washington fhese past days and weeks about
cost benefit and programs breaking even or maybe showing a little
profit at the end of the year. R .

I am just wondering if you have a cost benefit study that demen-

strates the worth on that basis of your program?
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Mr ScuNEIDER | will speak first, and [ think Doug might have

*  something to say abouut that We do have a cost effectiveness com-
ponent as a part of*the evaluation. But we héive not had a chance
to implement that yet We did not know these hearings were going

.to be held when they are being held If we had known ‘that they

. . were going to be held in March, we could have had those ‘data
available for you It takes about 5 months to complete that kind of
study. We have the instrumentation to do it, but we dor’t have
that. We have not done 1t yet But I think that Doug has gatheére

.some statistics - Coe
Mr DobGE. We have logked at the ddta in a very rough way.
Looking at the seriousness of the offenses committed by individual
. youngsters coming into the programs, it 15 fair to project that 20
percent of these, 16,000 youths are prime candidates for incarcer-
ation. That is 3,200 juvenilés¥who were prithe candidates for incar-
ceration. - ‘ . )
With on average annual cost of incarceration being approximate-
ly $24,000 using the lower figure, 1t would cost 376,800,000 to
incarcerate these youths for 1 year Even if we assumed that they
would vnly be inearcerated for the average length of participation
in the project, which 1s 6.2 .months, the cost for just these 3,200
youths would be aroind $38,400,000 - Beyond that, there is cost

_ benefit because of the repayment to the victim in the community

*, Looking 7t the November data, since we do not yet have the

benefit of the latest report that Peter mentioned, if the value of the
performed community and direct victim service is computed on the
basis of an average minimum wage of $3 10 per hour, the amount
paid back is $1,756,665 50 .

That figure 1s increasing all the time. I did not preject out what
1t would be eventually, by the total should be substantially higher
than that. Thus, these aré cost savings from reduction in incarcer-
ation and payments hack to the community. There are probably

 additional long-term cost savings on account of the fact that*many

! of t}\%se youths do not come back through the juvenile justice

systeln. We have not cémputed that. We hope the cost-benefit study
by the Instltute.for Policy Analysis will reflect on many of these

‘4 Issues. ! - .

- Mr. WiLLiAMs. It occurs to me that an excellent way to improve
the cost effectiveness of this program then would be to not ingar-
cerate pfime candidates’ for incarceration, but simply put them in

. the restitution program, subtract whaﬁlit would have cost them to
put them in jail, where perhaps they ought to be, therefore proving
that this program is really cost beneficial, but the result on society
1s thatgghese people are out when they ought to be in. Is that a’
possibility here? ) .

- In other words, if we—let me put it another way—if we allow the

. cost-benefit demands to control the future of these kinds of pro- «

grams, then perhaps we don't jail people who ought to be jailed “

because it is the only way we can show this*program is going to

-y bay for itself and continue what appears to be a good‘prow

Mr. Dobce. We are not driven totally by cost-benefit i S.,
There certainly are some youngsters who, by virtue of .the commis-
sion of violent offenses, do not fall within thig target population
They are most appropriately placed in incarcerative settings. We
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see from this program, however, that despite the participation of
offenders who might otherwise have been incarcerated, there was
not any greater risk to socigty. v e
As a matter of fact, it a%pears, based onégﬁg:,ﬁrelim'}nar){ inter-
pretation of data, that there is substantiall)}‘r,less risk fo societyzat
substantially less cost.” Therefore, we would asi@*f ‘thaw this is an

effective means for dealing with juvenile offensesyse? T % )?
Mr WiLLiaMs. Do I understand that the judéé‘%;keg“tﬁe deci- - -
: sion? e o

. . . e )
*Mr Dobce That is correct. In this particular program the3 Y o

has the authority to #npose the restitution sanction. - LT
Mr WiLLiams Prisons,or juvenile institutions are p?éc;es of gh&
bilitation. We all know that and have myriad data to“pfové.it. = AN
Well, then, I am wondering how’it is that we rehabilitate peo& C
through this program instead of through that marvelous progtam® - -
called the prison system because we are keeping them out of that:
system by having them in this one. What about rehabilitation? Arerq o«
we unconcerned-about that?. Tttt
. Mr -DopGe. No Rehabilitation is a primary concern of this -Rar-,;;*fLJ ?
ticular program The process of placing young people in a restitu- KA
tion setting, requiring them to come to grips with the kind of Jos§® T
that they have perpetrated on an individual or business,,,and -
having them make amends for that is rehabilitative in and of itself,
Beyond that, they are provided with employment- experience -in -
supervised work groups or in the private sector. The projects have g4
been amazingly successful in obtaining private sector employment. *
Many of the participants are going on to bé retained in private
sector employment. There is a fair amount of evidencé to suggest
that this employment experience for youth is indeed rehabilitative
and often keeps them out of further trouble. Y ' P
Mr. WiLLiaMs. A number of the States chosen, 26 States that are .
part of this experiment—— - ) _ . .
Mr. ‘DopGE. They were selected through a competitive process.- |
We went-through a twe-stage application process with the initial -
stage being copcépt papers or preapplications. We received 117 »
preapplications from throughout the country. Of that group we
requested that, 54 submit final applications; 43 or 44 actually sub-
mitted final applications and from that grotp,-41 were funded. Our- ..
selection was based upon degree of compliance with the terms and '
conditions of the guidelines, which were fairly restrictive. We par-
ticularly looked* for agreements by the appropriate courts to par- .
ticipate in the restitution effort. There were some requirements-
that the courts found difficult at first, but as we have gone along,
the courts have seen that they can use restitution with this level of 3
offender effectively. .
¢ Mr. WiLL1aMs. Generally what were tba guidelines for applicas ,
tions by the States? e ) e g
. Mr. DobGE. The guidelines applied to States-and localities. T}\xle}
N had to submit applications fn which they outlined clearly that they
would develop a monetary payment or community or victim service
restitution project. THey had to agree to refer a portion of their’
serious offenders to the project in lieu of incarceration. They had to ‘
' outline how they would operate the project, what they would do # -
terms of community sqvice placements, how they would gq aboyt . . -
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setting up job assistance or job, plauementb and generally la) out
exactly how they were going to operate

They had to include data and btdtlbthb on the le\els of juvenile
offenses in the past. .

They had to provide a judicial agreement or memorandum of
understanding, indicating that the courts understood what the pro-

.ject was about and what the requirements were.’

Mr. WiLLiaMs What agency of the State was the usual apph-
cant? Which agency in the State government?

Mr DobGe. It varied. In New Jersey, for example. the Office of
Admimstration of State Courts applied ,In Nevada and Wisconsin,
it was the Department of Human Services In the State of Wash-
ington 1t was imtially the Department of Human Services Later,
the State Criminal dustice Council beuame the appluant and man-
aged that pacticular effort

Mr WitLiams. I note that five initial awards were discontinued.
What was the reason for that, Mr. Schneider?

Mr ScuNEIDER. | think that Mr Dodge is the person to ask about
that.

Mr. WiLLiams. Mr. Dodge.

Mr DobGe.One project withdrew because they had misunder-
stood the criteria on referrals and the alternative to incarceration
requirements. They mterpreted the laws of the States to prohibit
their participation.

Four of them were eliminated from third-year consideration be-
cause of circumstances in their jurisdiction. They did not have the
number of referrals to makesthe program cost effective for them to
participate or they were not effectively managing their projects.
We did not permit them to go on to the third ye

In addition to the five that I have mentioned, ™n one of the State
pro ts we eliminated 17 of the 19 counties because of a failure to

t the goals and objeectives that they themselves set out in their
apphcatlon

Mr WiLLiams. Were therg awards then being made to replace
the five discontinued- apphca&ts

Mr. Dobge. We do not antxc:pa‘te that at this fime.

Mr. WiLLiams. Do you antmpate ‘adding,any States?

Mr. DobGE. Not at this time. We have invested a total of almost
$23 millién 1 is effort Before we plan for the future, we get
more informdtion from the evaluation about the effectiveness of
restitution for specific offenders. We need to look at the specific
settings and characteristics of projects that make them most. suc-
cessful. Then we hope to move toward replication of successes’ in
other States or localities. -

Mr. WiLLiams. Have you considered sharmg approprlate informa-
tion with States to allow those States that will to replicate the
effort on their own without joining this program or requesting any
of your funds? )

Mr. DobGE. Yes, Congressman Williams. We h very active
process right now. Our technical assistance contractol, the Nation-

>

, al Office of Social Responsiblity, is involved in proyiding technical

assistanse to, States. They®jave provided assistance in South Caroli- .
na, lowa, and numerous other jurisdictions. They hav® developed
manuals about the 1mplement€tlon of ‘resgltutlon projects They
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- have become highly skilled in helping States conceptualize restitu-
tién and implement that conceptualizition.

I have worked closely with the NOSR staff to discuss effective
assistance We are all available, to help in any way .a State or
locality that isginterested’in initiating and operating.a restitut®™n
project. «

Mr ScuNEER I would like to point out jt has not been men-
tioned today that in addition to the restitution projects that have
been funded by this initiative since it has gone into effect, there
have been, I think,,19 new restitution projects that have come into
existence in the State of Wisconsin, and I believe 14 or 15 new
restitution projects that came into gxistence in the State-of Minne-

o

sota.
" Each of those States has more than half of its counties -with
active restitution projects~ .

Mr. WiLLiaMs. Outside of your program .

Mr ScuNEIDER. Outside of the initiative.. The Statg. of North
Carolina, in Raleigh, N C, has a restitution project. In South Caro-
-lina, there has ‘been legislatiori introduced, which, I believe, will
resutt_in the sponsorship of the statewide restitutiom project.there.

* That is outside the initiative. . )
Mr. WiLriaMs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. CorrabA. Thank you,-Mr. Williams. 1~ )
Let me ask you, when these youngsters who went fo"these resti-
tution programs came ’before the judge, which were the soptions
that the judge had n addition to sending these youngsters to this
program? . .

Mr. DobGE Thédre are a myfiad of options available to the court.
.. In some jurisdictions the court can divert a child without enter-
ing any kind of a delinquency finding. In other instances, if they
make a delinquency finding, the youth can be placed on probation.
The offenders can be given a suspended commitment. They can be
committed to a mental institution, if there is a history of mental
difficulties. They can be committed to the. Division of Youth Serv-
ices -It is that agency, in those jurisdictions which have no contro]
over placement options, that would determine whether or_not the
youth is placed in a secure facility. A

ome judgeég have authority to make specific commitments to a
specific, secu™® facility, as in the case of Pennsylvania. There are
N several options the court has available. .

Mr. CorraDA. Is there a way to determine where the youngsters
that participated in these projects would have gone in terms of
action taken by the jivenile judges had this program not existed?

Mr ScHNEIDER Ineach experiment site we have a control group.

*In all eight, except in Clayton County, Ga, outside of Atlanta and
in Oklahoma City, there.1s a control group in which kids who are
not going through the restitution project receive whatever disposi-
tion they would have received if the restitution project had not
been in existence. .

In other words, these kids will be processed just as they would
have been had thefe been no restitution project at all. So we’can
look at what happened to the kids in that control group and that

- will tell us exactly what would have happened to ‘the kids in the
restitution groups if the restitution project had not been there.

.’
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Also, we can look at two kinds of data. seriousness of the offénse
and the offender We can lobk at that information and make infer-
encey from that as to what would likely happen to those youths.

As | mentioned, 11 percent of all those in the initiative had three
or more prior offenses and had committed offenses which the uni-
form crime report labels very serious property, or very serious

personal’ offenges There\ is a reasonable expectation that those
youths would have been committed to a facilitiy or placed under a
stringent form of probation. ,

Mr Corrapa Would you be able to conclude, based on the point
which you have ‘reached 1n evaluating this program, how these
youngsters who were referred tu the restitution programs fared in
terms of their rehabilitation vis-a-vis thuse who did not participate

.~ , In the program, who instead just followed the regular probation

program or of the other options available to the judges?.'
Mr Scunemer If you would give us just a few more months, we

will have that data for you. v .
. Again, that is"the data which is coming out of the experimental
site.

. In each one of those sites we are following the youth, in both
expériment and control groups, up to 18 months We are looking
» not only at the extent of their reoffense, primary recidivism data,
but we are also looking at the attitudes the. youth have “aftegy
completing their respective dispositions and the attitude of the
victim We will have that information for you in just a few months:

Mr Corrapa I believe of colrse it would be very important to be
able to carry on that evaluation to the point of determining reha-
bilitative qualities of this program Enough has already been in-
vested to justify going through with that effort and particularly
because so far from what we have heard and seen today, the
results of the program appear to be quite encouraging. It would be
worthwhile to follow through with a full evaluation, as Mr. Wil-
liams suggested before, seeing to it that whatever information is-
developed from these evaluations is shared with the State agencies
involved in juvenile justice and crime delinquency prevention ef-
"forts. . -

Let me ask Mr Dodge. On page & of your testimony, you made
reference to some"figuges You indicated that 78.7 percent of the
youth referred are successfully completing their original or adjust-
ed restitution’ orders and that completion rate would go up to 87
percent if project ineligibles are removd from gonsideration.

What do you mean by project ineligibles? b

Mr Dobpce. Mr Chairman, in'some of the projects, the intake
occurs before the actual determination and order of restitution is
issued In some instances, a youth coming into a project may not
clear the initial screening. In other cases, the victim may not be.
known, the victim may refuse to participate, or, for some other
reason, the youth does not receive an order of restitution. An
intake form has been filed on those youth. They go to IPA so they
are included insthe statistics of that particular jurisdiction as an
intake. - :

However, no réstitution has been ordered and ‘there has been no
failure on the part of that,youth to participate. Then those youth

'
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22 .
for whom an intake has_ogcurred, but who ha\e not reu’cned a
restitution order, are the pfoject 1neligibles

Of the youth that actuglly have received restitution orders, ap-

. proximately 88 percent a successful in completmg their,orrgma]
or adjusted order

Mr Corraba At what point 1n the process is the dec1srommade

about Aestitution? Is this at a hearing before the juvenile court

Judge or at some other point” When 1s that critical decision made”

- Mr DopGe The critical decision orr restitution is made after the

youth has goné through a fact- f‘mdmg hearmg and the court 1s

determining what, if any, sanction it is going to impose upon the
youth.
In many of the projects, a presentenue screening process occurs
~ At that point it is determined whether restitution 1s appropriate’
. for ‘a youth, as we]l} approprlate amounts, That materral 1s.
hesented to the judge At a disposition hearing. Sometimes there is

a hi tus between the actual fautf‘ndmg hearing and disposition. In
other Jurisdjctions, there is not ‘and 1t is at the crltm} disposition
point th judge enters an order.

s Mr CorrXpaA. So those who go to this resgitution programy do go
as a result ofwrders in most of the, cases or orders entered by the
pertinent authority in the State.

Mr: DopGe That g correct.”

Mr Corraba. Now,can a young person choose ,not to participate

" in this kind of a program, or is participation voluntary? Is the
. Participation fully depegdeh( on that decision or oft the determmd
* tion by the judge or the perthQt authprity?

Mr DopGge. Mr. Chairman, m\most jurisdictions, it is, not a
voluntary degjsion. ?

One Jurlsd tion, the Dist 1chyf é‘ommﬁ, has 1mplemepted a ,
voluntary de isionmaking roc Ss. The youth can choose not to
participatgs Then he or she 15 to the other dispositions
availabl o the court. W/see from the data that¥ very few youth
.are reflsing to do that, in’the range of gbout 5 PEFCE

. Mr Corrabpa How and by whom the détermi qtlon made in
terms “of how much restitution is t be paid or what form that *

« restitution will take?" -
Mr DobGE dee by the Judge Dbased upon recommenda

” tions of the project.and.’or probatiefi staff cqntained in presentgnce
/ reports. / \
Mr fLorrapa To what ektent is the youngster nvolved in the
process of making that determination by the4udge?

Mr. DobGe It varies as to how the yo ecomes involved. The
¢ youth are generally involved if.one way.or another. In some proj-
ects there is mediation between the victim and the offender. The
youth’s lawyer may be involved in actual face-to-face discussions, if*

the victim chooses, to/determine the levél of restitution.
The yoyth a ays represented. by a lawyer at the disposi:
~ .tional hearings, a lawyer able to address the level of loss or the
~ kind of gommunity service. The project staff work with the youth

in the screenin rocess, to help develop reststution recommenda-
. tionis. Y?uth_ are th vblved in that decisionmaking. + . -
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Mr. Corrapa. Dr. Schneider, which of the various models of
restitution programs you have evaluated or examined seems to
work the best? ’
Mr. ScuNEIDER. Well, again if I had known you were going to ask
‘me that last. week, I could have been here with that kind of
information. I tried to'anticipate your questions as best I possibly
could and I did not anticipate that one. We are collecting data on
the organization of restitution projécts and, in fact, we have collect- .
ed that data twice to make sure that it is accurate, We have not
yet analyZed our'data with any different kind of restitution project.

, I am sorry I really cannot answer that. .

Mr Corrapa, We are looking forward, of course, to your supply-
ing that information to the subcommittee as soon as 1t is available, .
and you have finished your evaluation. Maybe my second question
will also fall in this category. :

Mr. ScuNEIDER. I hope not.

Mr Corrapa. If you were asked to assign the single best restitu-
tion program you could, based on your survey, what would it look -
like? Would you have an idea at this time?

Mr ScHNEIDER. That is an excellent question. It is very difficult.
oThere is a tremendous variety.of restitution programs out there.
Theré are 85 different projects, and I would say that even in the
statewide projects which have been implemented by a single
agency, there is variation. It seems like—well, I hesitate to say.
Based on the experience that I have, which is not reflected in our
data, but on the experience of visiting a lot of the projects and
talking with the project directors and talking with judges, and I
have spent quite a bit ef time talking with members of the Nation-
al Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges, and it 'seems as if
the major ingredient is a judge who is willing to use restitution and
to use it for a wide range of offenders.and the existence of the
resources in that project for insuring that every youth referre*to
it has an opportunity to carry out the requirements of the res®tu-
tion order Those seem to be the major ingredients rather than the
design of the project itself, but we will. have more information on
that at a future point. ' v . .

Mr Corgapa. We know, of course, from general experience that

, —en€ of the probfems associated with juvenile delinquency relates to
the fact of unemployment, not having a job and so on. .

Do you have any data on whether, youngsters can find jobs with
greater ease after being in a restitution program than the average
youngster who is in another program, such as probation?

Mr ScunemER. We have no comparative data, but we do have
some information about. the proportion of youth:who are continu-
ing to work after they have completed their restitution require-
ments and the restitution program. .

This information is contained in a table which is ir the monthly
evaluation report for February 1981, and incidentally we have
issued one each month the past 2 years. ~

Because of a shoftfall in our funding, we are going to have to
limit the number of reports we are going to be doing in the future
to one every other month. We have been putting one out each
month There is a-table which is entitled “Status of Youth," at case
closure, table 10, a Trionthly evaluation report. That table details
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the condition of the youth after they have®completed the restitu-
tion requirement. d

About 30 percent do not have jobs; but do not want jobs. There is
about another 25 percent who do not have jobs, but want jobs and
there is another approximately 28 to 29 percent that are continu-
ing to work. The remainder fall into a category which we define as
other residual category. They are not working for a variety of
reasons, but it looks as if more than half of the youth would be
able to continue in their positions if they wanted to.

Mr. Corrapa. I do not have any further questions at this time.
The subcommittee would like to express its appreciation both to
Mr. Dodge and Dr. Schneider for their testimony today, which will
prove to be very informative and helpful to us.

Thank you very much. We appreciate your appearin®pefore us
today.

The next witness will be Dennis Maloney, juvenile restitution
project manager. He works with the Division of Community Serv-
ices, Bureau of Children, Youth and Families in Madison, Wis.

Mr. Maloney, we welcome you to this hearing, and we ask you to
please proceed with your testimony. .

[Prepared testimony of Dennis Maloney follows]

PrepareD TESTIMONY Q;mams MaLoaky. JUvENILE RestiTeTiON PROJECT MAN-
_AGER. Division OoF COMMUNITY Sgrvitgs. BUREAU FOR CHILDREN, YOUTH, AND
FamiLies, Mapison. Wis - .

The Wisconsin Juvenile Restitution Project i1s administered by the Wisconsin
Department of Health and Social Services in the Division of Community Services,
Bureau for Children, Youth and Families There are twelve juvenile court jurisdic-

- tons partipating in the pruject, The participating jurisdictions are spread across

E

the state and represent urban. suburban, rural andrtribal demographi. areas They
are Ashland County. Chippewa County. Dbuglas County, Eau Claire County, Fond
du Lac County, the City of Green Bay, Kenosha County, Marathon County, Meno-
minee Tribal Court. Outagamie Youth Services. Racine County and Rock Cdunty
The primagy. objectives of the project are to (1) hold juvenile offenders account-
able for delinquent acts. 12) reduce recidivism levels of participating offenders,,(3)
insure compensation for victims of juvenile offenses, (4) improve the image of the
Juvenile justice system. and (3) provide an effective means of treating juvenile
offenders within the community
The project is staffed by one central uffice manager, one central office.administra-
tive assistant and a total uf fourteen local program staff for all twelve jurisdictions
The project benefits from a training and technical assistance contract with the
University of Wisconsin-Extension Criminal Justice Institute and an evaluation
contract with Carkhuff and Associates In addition the Division of Community
Services Juvenile Delinyuency Prevention Consultants provide legal and juvenile
Justice system consultation Due tu the Limited staffing resources of the program the
local staff have had to rely un the involvement. cooperation and assistance from the
. participating juvenile court jurisditions. Without exception such cooperation has
been provided.
The;statewide project has an annual budgret of approximately $430,000 including
technical assistance and evaluation costs The local projects range in cost from
$16.000 to $66,000.

3

PROJECT HIGHLIGHTS . b

A S
Restitution completion

The Project has worked with 803 juvenile offenders Of, these 484 have already
completed restitution The tourt ordered amount of financial restitution has recent
ly surpassed $200,000 of which $103,000 has been paid. In addition 4.907 hours of
community service has been provided while 554 hours of victim service has been
fulfilled a recent interim evaluation report iHustrated that ) percent of the par-
ticipant youth fulfill their obligation on schedule

3
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Sertousness level of participants

OJJDP designed the wtional restitution initiative to work with serious juvenile
offenders in threat of incarceration The Wisconsin Project has worked with
ofenders representing the following levels of seriousness

. s - Fercent |
Victimless ... .. . . - e e 1
Minor offenses ... . . " . e s 1
Minor property ... . RS . 3
Minor personal . . . © . , .. e 1
Moderate property . e e 24
Serious property. .. .. . - 38
Very Serious property . e e 26
Serious personal . Sy e 3
Very serious personal . R ) : . 2

As 1s illustrated the majority uf offenders fall within the Senous Property to Very .

Serious Property categories The average number of prior delinquent offenses is 3
percent

Reduction 1n incarceration rates. ,

The State of Wisconsin in involved in a major deinstitutionalization effort The
state has adopted a new children’s code which places more restrictions on placement
of juvenile offenders in correctional facilities .

n addition the state has launched a community based alternative effort entitled
Youth and Family Aids that provides counties with the option to develop local
programs or purchase state correctional services The jurisdictions participating in
the Restitution Project have reduced their incarceration placements from a total of
242 in the year prior to imtiation of the.projects to 148 during the first year of the
program In addition the Rock County program has accepted referral of mine juve-
niles who were petitioned for waiver to adult court and were in definite threat of
placement in adult facilities To date not one of the offenders has been incarcerated
in an adult or juvenile correctional facility. .

Statue at case closure

Over 80 percent of the youth are Living with their family at case,closure while 13
percent have been placed in non-secure séttings and only 3 percent have been
committed to secure facilities The percentage of youth who have committed subse-
quent offenses during project participation is 7.31 percent

The evaluation 1llustrates that 37 percent of the youfh maintaip their employ-
ment after case closure.

System impact o

The Restitution Project has provided Wisconsin the framework for testing a skills
based mode! for treating juvenile delinquents within their home community This
skills based approach reduces the occurance of subjective assessments,. irrelevant
and inapplicable dispositions, unnecessary incarceration and long lasting negative
labeling. Instead a Skill based program provides juvenile court systems with the
carability to comiplete valuable and strength seeking assessments, carry out practic-
cal and useful dispositigns, maintain and strengthen family situations and initiate
positive community labeling and expectations. Seventeen additional counties have
decided to initiate juvenile restitation programs under the new. Youth and Family
Aids programs. In all Wi'sconsin now has over 30 formal programs.

Cost effectiveness °

The average county cost per client 1n the juvenile restitution project is $623. This
compares to average annual cost of 322,000 for institutions, $14,900 for group home
care and $4,500 for foster care.

ST;XTEMENT OF DENNIS MALONEY, JUVENILE RESTITUTION
PROJECT MANAGER, DIVISION OF COMMUNITY SERVICES,
BUREAU FOR CHILDREN,”YOUTH AND FAMILIES, MADISON,
WIS.

Mr. MALoNEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. .
I, too, would like to thank the committee for allowing the State
of Wisconsin to have an opportunity to provide some program
highlights. I have put together a statement. I Would think™ would
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-and 500 hours of victim service.

prefer to stay away from that as much as possible and perhaps get
at the essence of the program -

I have worked in the Wisconsin juvenile justice system for nearly
10 years, Wisconsin and Minnesota for two $ears during that time.

I have had a chance to witness the arrival and departure of
many trends. My current situation 1s that I am working with the
restitution preject in the State. >

What [ would like to do is feed you some impacts about the
program, talk about some specific occurrences that are going on 1n
two of our counties and again’ pinpoint.the essence of the program.

The Wisconsin program is administered by the Department of
Health and Social Services. We are currently operating in 12 juve-
nile court jurisdictions The juvenile court jurisdictions range from
urban, suburban, rural to one tribal reservation, the Menominee
Indian tribe reservation in Wisconsin. ’

Our primary objectives are to hold the offenders accountable for
their acts, reduce the recidivism levels, insure compensation for the
victims of the offenses and improve the image of the system and
provide an effectivesmeans of treating juvenile offenders within the
community. , - .

I think with the large scopé of the program we are rather sparse-
ly staffed in that we have one central office manager, a central
office administrative assistant and a total of I4 staff in all 12
jurisdictions.

We benefit greatly from a training and technical assistance con-
tract with our university and a process and impact evaluation with
Carkhuff and Associates. .

Due to the sparseriess of the staffing across the State, we have™to
rely heavily on'the juvenile court systems. I recall when I was sent
out on a round-robin tour to .meet with judges to explain why they
would be .interested in starting a restitution project. I met with
approximately 25 judges and got very similar responses. They were
interested in starting a formal project, because oftentimes it ap-
peared that restitution sentences fell on deaf ears.

As a result of that, victims’ frustration levels were rising. The
community was showing great dissatisfaction with the power of the
court. Finally. they mentioned they feared that the attitude about
the juvenile justice system hit the streets, and the kids were in fact
affected by that, too. The word had generally gotten out on the

‘streets that if you are ordered, go along if you like, but nobody is
* going to follow through on it. - :

They were very interested in somebody providing formal fol-
lowthrough. We have received great cooperation with the judges.
" Personally I try to work with the courts as closely as I can. Our
total budget is $450,000 including technical assistance and evalua-
tion costs. o : T

The local projects range from $16,000 to $66,000. -

As far as project highlights, we have had_roughly 800 offenders

. go through the program. The court ordered' amount of restitution

surpassed $100,000. I.am pleased to inform, you we recently suf-
passed a major milestone. the kids themselves paid $103,000 in
restitution. They have had nearly 5,000 Tiours of community service

-
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Our succéssful completion rate is 85 percent. The majority of our
kids are serious property to very serious property offenders. QOur
average number of priors is three. As far as reduction in incarcer-
ation, the State of Wisconsin is involved in a very assertive cam-
paign to serve juvenile offenders as effectively as possible within -
the community while protecting the best interests of the public We
have had a new children's code come into effect, and the youth and
family aid programs that provide communities with the opportuni;
ty to deyelop local programs instead of having to sénd inappropri-
ate referrals to correctional facilities.

A question was asked, and I would like to inadvertently respond
to that Are we diverting kids from juvenile facilities who would
need it? I would submit I do not think we are. We are getting down
to the more appropriate referral We had a study done in our State '
that discovered that for nearly half of the kids who ended up in the
correctional facilities, it was their first out-of-home placement
when supposedly many of the people in it were those who had
exhausted all other resources. ' .

So, I think we are reaching a more appropriate population now.
With these two impetuses and the restitution program providing
the framework for the alternatives, the counties participating in
our program the year prior to the program had 242 kids placed in .
corrections. .

After the first year of the program, that amount was reduced
down to'148. - .

I would again submit that 148 are appropriate referrals to.correc-
tional facilities, but that somebody in the community, hopefully the
restitution program in many instanceg has reached many of the
kids who in fact did not need juvenile ¢Brrectional facilities.

As far as systemfis impact, we have made a major commitment
again to community-based resources. . :

Our restitution programs‘have provided us the framework to
gear our juvenile justice system more toward a skilled-based ap-
progch than what I would term a subjective assessment, moral
questioning approach that involves utilizing dispositions that are”
not very applicable to the youth currently or in the future.

In Wisconsin we started the restitution program with the OJJDP
fund We have now started 18 additional programs with State
funding. .

The youth apd family aid program involves $14 million per year
of State money, non-Federal source money aimed at helping com-
munities to develop alternatives to cortections.

A question also was asked about, how does this compare with
alternative cost? Qur actual cost per client is $623. Our institution-
al costs in the State are $22,000. Group homes cost roughly $15,000
and foSter care $4,500. . N

Just briefly I would like to touch on two counties in the State, to
give you a local perspective of what is going on. In Rock County
they have made a very powerful commitment to the program. The
Jjudge there has in fact worked with nine kids who everybody in the
system had put together a blue slip on. What that means is you'
would be waived to adult court and sent to an adult facility. Of
those nine, the judge denied waiver over theN kids' and, put them
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into the restitution program. To date, not une of the kids has either
ended up in an adult facility or juvenile facility.

In addition, they have had 17 who were petitioned to be placed in
juvenile facilities and who were allowed to remain in the communi-
ty and successfully complete the restitution. The other county is
the Menominee Tribe court. The Menominee Indian Reservation is
our most active program. They have had 111 'kids go through the
program and with this.and other resources have been able to cut
their incarceration in half. Judge Louie Hoptos, who often shares

—'podiums with me at training sessions and statewide conferences,

has set a future goal to allow children to remain in the community
if at all possible.

They have a community board there that has worked since the
beginning of the program to supervise the staff of the program and
provide advice and input to how the kids are dealt with within the
program. They have examined communify needs and designed a
« program that meets those needs.

The Menominee tribal court works with kids and oftentimes
orders restitution for them to spend x amount of hours with elders
in the tommunity, requiring or maintaining their homes to allow
the elderly people in the community to remain in their homes. The
kids are also involved in a large-scale energy program where they
chop wood or provide other energy-efficient services to, elderly
homeowners ‘to help them stay in their home in the commumty

The essence of the program, again, conaentrates on skills. I think
in the past much of our }uvemle justice system was subjective. It
went from one culture to’gnother. It was oftentlmes sexist in that
female offenders were \ulnerable for more serious reactions than

. male offenders ere for less serious crime. Oftentimes if you look
at dispositionsqn the past, they were incapable. They often state,

"Don’t hang w1th these kids. Dont miss your curfew violations.
Don’t miss school.* .

Very often that type of dlsposmon is inapplicable. Restitution is
goal oriented. Complete this by then, pick up these skills so you
can secure employment and make sure that you resolve the offense
with your victim, It is more goal oriented. NI

Also, in the past with the way we.dealt with kldS when restitu-
tion was not ordered was that the offense was unresolved. Victims
were, angry. Communities were angry and oftentimes frustrated
with both the kids-+and the court system. Today when kids cam
complete their restitution, that anger .gets to be resolved and in
fact many of the victims in our State are actually providing work-
sites for the kids and in many instances act as the best references
for the kids.

As far as systems benefits, lf is tangible. It is more realistic. Staff -
can talk about, “I am workmg with a kid who is 75 percent on his
way ' to reaching his goal,” or 50 percent or whateyer, rather than
“I ‘still have John or Mary for 4 more months of supervision.’

As far as community benefits, we have seen increased satisfac-
tion with the system. We have taken “polls of opinion leaders and
victims, and there definitely is a growing trénd with an‘increased
gmount of satisfaction with our juvenile justice system in the

tate .
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In closing, I would just like to make one comment that perhaps
my colleagues could not have made. I really feel there is need for a
national impetus or conscience in this area. I think that Wisconsin
is achieving many positive changes in, our juvenile justice system.
We have had the children’s code, the youth age, the restitution. If
you look at every one of those major initiatives going on in the
State, you will find the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention at the root. I 4m talking about more than just money.

As I mentioned, we are now pouring in $14 million -of State
money into these initiatives. I fear that without the leadership we
will once again wander dangerously.

There is an old saying, if you don’t know where you are going,
any road will get you there. '

I fear that if we lose the conscience and the impetus, that that is
what'will happen in many of our local Juvenile court jurisdictions.
The most obvious example in my mind is when the restitution
guidelines were announced I stood nose to nose with Doug Dodge,
or rather perhaps chin to forehead, afd argued over the restric-
tions of the guidelines. I felt that t ey were asking us to work with
much too serious a probation, that chances of success would not be

. possible. Dodge and OJJDP stood firm. We agreed to follow other
guidelines. L.

I can tell you this, if they had not stood fitm, we would have
worked with a less serious population. We would not have achieved
the results I mentioned in reduction in incarceration and we might
in fact have widened the meaning if we were willing to work with
less serious offenders. We could have pulled more kids in the
system than need to be pulled in. \

I thought in all due respect for the office and for the benefits we
have received in our State, I would like to mention that.

Thank- you. .

Mr. CorrADA. Thank you, Mr. Maloney, for your testimony.

* Would you repeat for the record the average county cost per
client in the juvenil titution project? -

Mr. MALONEY. It j§ %613, sir.

Mr. CorraADA. What ¢riteria are used in your program to select
juveniles for the restitution program?

*Mr. MaLoney. The first criteria is there has to be clearcut evi-
dence that in fact the juvenile did commit the offense. The second
criteria is that the youth be an adjudicated delinquent, and there
has been a factfinding or voluntary counsel plea of the offense. The
third criteria is they be more serious offenders. My feeling is kids
‘do not need a whole 9 yards of a system to pay off a $30 or $40
offense. So we are trying to reach more serious offenders, apd rule
one* is the 'kids have to volunteet to partake in the program.

Mr. Corrapa. If the youth does not agree to the. restitution
program, then other alternatives would be chosen?

Mr. MALONEY. Yes. That does not mean it could not be court
ordered. The court will order it, but we put, the question t6 the *
kids. Is that what you choose to do? .

Mr. Corrabpa. What do the juvenile court Jjudges in Wisconsin
think about the restitution program when you have had the occa-
sion of discussing this with them?

N
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Mr. MaLonky. I think quite frankly they are delighted. In some
of the counties they consider themserlves project directors We have
a couple of councils where they still sign the form where it says
project director. So they have taken on a lot of ownership in the
program. Again, as I mentioned, we are achieving isnpacts with
community attitudes so they are beginning to sense their court

“ systems in better light, and in fact, when courts order a child, then
it means business. It is not a milktoast order. - . f.

Mr. CorraDA. Have you had*any contacts with the victims in
terms of how they feel about this restitution program, and have
~you been able to ascertain their attitude toward the program, vis-a-
vis a victim of juvenile delinquency who does not receive any kind. 4
of restitution because the youngster goes on to some other way of -

. being punished? .

., Mr. MaLoNEY. Yes, sir. Just briefly, there is a common attitude
we find in the State that victims' feel it has gotten so bad they do
not expect restitution anymore. As soon as they hear the offender
was a juvenile, they say, “Well, it wasta juvenile offense and I amr
not going to get compensated.” It takeS our court pfocess an aver-
age of 120 days between offense and referral to the program, so
there is a<high level of frustration that develops between the time ¢
of the offense and the time victims first get a call from the restitu-

ot tion staff saying that the youth offender wa$ referred to them. -
So the results of the survey show that that frustration rises as
soon as they get an emphatic response from .sombbody in the
system saying, ‘‘We are going to work at resolving this offense,”
that the frustration begins to decline. In those cases that are
successfully completed, their attitudes toward the kid and the jus-
tice system increase again significantly. ' - .
So, it is like a rising and falling graph:as far as their attitudes
~and emotions. As far as the ones who are uncompensated, I am
sure they still remain frustrated. . o
Mr. CorraDA. Based dn your experience, is ther ything you
would like to do differently regarding your involvekent in thé
restitution program of the OJJDP? Any recommendations you may .
have as to how could this be improved?
. tzMr. MaLoNEYy. Well, I think the research we have seen both
rough our program and some national studies that have been .
carried on showed the best way to predict success with the program
is the personal level of skills of the staff because kids will only
approach those skill levels. If the staff are low skilled, then the
kids will also approach a low-skilled staff, meaning kids can
" become better or worse for having been involved in opr program.

. If I could have done anything better with the program, L would
have liked to have seen through OJJDP that skill training and a
real emphasis on programmatic skills be offered to our project staff
rather than having to necessarily go through the grant guideline
management and that type of thing; not that we have not gotten it,
but I think skill training is the kind of thing you just cannot get

. enough of. So I would have 4dsked for more of that.

Mr. CorraDA. Based on your_experience, and if you were to
assign a restitution program thal would be_effective, how would
you do.it? e ¢ : '
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. Mr MALONEY. J-would locate as. closel§ {6 the court as possible, v
- because | think_there is the aif of authority that comes with the | - -

court that is very difficult to Mmaintain.when_you get outside the
* parameters of the court. T think it is important for both the ghild-

and the parent to know that there is an obligation, and e - -
fulfilled by one meéans or another. That 'is the first thing Idw d
ey oY S !

«Second, I would concentrate mdre on objective assessmehit of .the
kids, basically what are their living, learning, and working skills . °
currently, and where do they need skills ip, order. to fulfill this .
restitution obligation. - T . : o -

-Once the obligation has become completed, then-i would like te
¢ see a systems reenforcement of thg kids, reenforcing kids for
having sutcessfully completed the restitution program artd even

‘ actinig perhaps as a referenice, for future employment of the young-

A ster. . . e St

« The gutcome is to have a permanent employmenttmeaning we

LN

" have sent them on. They have completed their. obligation. They
have compensated their victim. They have got a positive label
- rather than a ‘negative one, and we can sénd them on the way with
¢ employment and skills they need to stay away from further crime.
\ Mr Corrapa. The Chair will riow. recognize Mr. Willigms for
questions of this witness.- . - .
Mr. WiLLiaMs. Thank you; Mr. Chairman. _—
Mr. Maloney, do you use both monetary restitution and commu- -
nity service and direct service to the victims? \ R
Mr. MALONEY. Yes. ‘

Mr. WiLLiaMs. Which is most common?

Mr. MALONEY. Monetary. . : .

Mr. WiLLiams. Do ou set up the procedures by which the-person
raises the money? . - h

Mr. MaLoNEY. You mean the young person?

Mr. WiLLiAMS. Yes. ‘ . .
- Mr. MALONEY. Yes; they are provided, first of all, with training
on the job ‘seeking skills qn how to secure employment.

If at all possible, our highest priority is unsubsidized employ-
ment. They are coached on how to secure that employment and
' - given time to do, that. If they are not able to secure that employ-

" - ment, then we will assist them in some means with a subsidizatiop.

- In the private sector we subsidize up to 50 percent tq the private
busjness sector, not a ‘written commitment with. the hope that the .
private business sector will maintain employment of the youth
after they haye completed the restitution. - S '

| Mr. WiLLiAMS. s there money in the program to provide for the
subsidization? . ’ :
Mr. MaLoNEY. Yes. . . .
Mr. WiLLiams. You do not have to go outside to a CETA program

or some such program? . '

Mr. MALONEY. No; although whenever CETA is possible we will
plug into them as much as possible, because the CETA program
- has gotten' to the stage where they not only offer job employment,

but job training, and job skills, working skills. I think that is an -

optimum way to go. ._ -
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' Mr. WirLrams. Did I understand that in working with the Indian

yourg people on_dr near the resfrvation—what «eservation is that” °

Mr. MaLoNEY. Menominee Tfibe Reservation. .
Mr. WiLLiams. That the ingdarceration rate has been cut in half?
Mr. MALONEY. Yes. .

Mr. WirLrLiams. But yod/i}'ndicated that those young people who

should be institutignalized are institutionalized rather than

brought into this program?
Mr. MaLoNEY. Right. ;
Mr. WiLLiams. Does that tell us that previdus to this program
half of the people on that reservation'that were being incarcerated
should not have been? g
Mr. MaLonEy. [ will be candid.’']l will, say that that is, true.

. .

. Mr. WirLLiams. How much doés it cost_again to incarcerate a .
.young person? ‘ ‘ . ’ .

" Mr. MaLoNEY. $22,000. - g .

- Mr. WirLiams. Do you know how many young people in a year—_

how-many Indian young people off this reservation are placed in a
juvenile detention facility? N

Mr. MALONEY. Yes.

Mr. WiLLiaMs. How many? .

Mr. Maroney. Currently before the program, 23 were placed.
After the initial program it was down to 14. One thing I want to
clarify is Judge Hopatos has got a general philosophy of keeping
the kids on the reservation as much as possible. We are ‘one of the
resources he uses. When he has used the podium he has said quite
frankly they do not have a lot of resources on the reservation. They
have relied heavily on the rest®ution program to provide them
with one of their key resources for keeping kids in the community.

One of the things we are. working on with them currently is a

. youth planning management and employment corporation whereby

the kid will be able to.use the waste products from the timber
industry which is the largest industry on the reservation, to pro-
vide a product, because his concern was that with employment as
bleak as it is on the reservation, restitation is one of the only
means to get the type of. job training and skills that we offer and
meaningful employment. . . -
The current plag on ¥hich Judge Hopatos is working very ag-
gressively is to develop a corporation, a private business operation,
where the kids actially act in management and employment capac-
ities so that you do not have ecessarily get into trouble to have
a decent job on the reservation. .
Mr. WiLLiams. The judge has obviously tried to find other ways
than institutionalization to deal with crime and yet.you indicate
frankly that perhaps half of those who are sent to juvenile facili-

. ties in the past ought not have been so sent.

Mr. MaLonEy. Right. I would be willing to make that statement,
sir. I have had a chance.to meet many of the kids, not only on the
reservation, but in the Rock County program, kidg wha weré defr
nitely scheduled to go on and sit in adult faciliti€és where they
would have.been vulnerable for increased chance of suicide, sexual,
assault, and all the other nasty things I think can happen to I6-

and 17-year-old kids in those kinds of institutions, that thoSe'kidsﬂ
who made it have in many ways demonstrated they did riot need
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those facilities, that they needed an opportunity to demonstrate
that they could make it in the community. » . )

I would like to think that in many cases the restitution can
provide both the oppartunity and the skifls they need to remain
within the community. .

"~ Mr. WiLiAms. In Wisconsin was there a juvenile restitution
project, or was this procedure being utilized previous to the enact-
ment of this act? : . . .

Mr MALONEYﬁVe had four or five formal restitution programs
in the State before the initiative As I mentioned, now we have J
surpassed 30 in the State. Judge Calla, who is on our supreme
court, started one of the first restitution programs in Wakashaw
County, and many of the programs have been modeled after his
project. , : .

Mr. WiLLiaMs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. £
Mr .Corrapa We will now recognize staff on behalf of the Yank-

T

- ing minority. member 'to ask questions, if any. ;
Mr. DEaN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. b
I just have a couple of questions. ‘
On page 2 of your statement, You mentioned that OJJDP has
designed the restitution initiative to work with serious juvenile
offendets in threat of incarceration. You mentioned that one of the
criteria for identifying those juveniles to go into the project is that
they volunteer for it, and I wonder whether they really have a
choice, given that the alternative may be placement in a secure
facility. - . .
Mr MaLoNEy. Well, my response would be that in our State, in .
our children’s code, if the youth is defined and first of all he did
. not commit the act, he is entitled to a factfinding here. Second, if
he is arguing about the amount of responsibility, because if we are
having one problem with the projects, oftentimes victims inflate _
their loss and they can have an offense and all of a sudden losses
for the last 4 years will end up on that 16ss list, that if a juvenile is
really arguing abeut that amount, by law.he is entitled to another
hearing. :
So our feeling is if the juvenid® who is supposed to be coming on
the program is saying that I did not commit the offense, or second,
I did commit it but I am responsible for $100, not $2,000 of the loss,
and I refuse to participate in the program, then we will not accept
that referral, because you are taking on a kid for whom there is a
greader increase that he is going to defy whatever is offered to him
-and % most likely going to fail within the program. * .
* ‘Mr DEeAN. You mentioned that some of your program partici-
pants went into CETA positions. In terms of your overall oper-
ations, did you tap into any other sources of Federal funds other *
than the juvenile justice money and, I guess, indirectly the CETA -
moneys? . . . ‘ ! .
Mr. MaLongy. Currently we are working with the ACTION ;
office. The ACTION office has developed a program where retined Y,
citizen volunteers are provided with resources to supervise young g
people, and we are going to attempt to develop a program in the
State where we will have the unique expertise of retired business-
men working as job coaches and pdrent relationships with the kids.
That ipthe one Federal program that comes to my mind.
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Mr. Dean. I guess another question would be the number of
offenses of the program participants, whether the rates of comple-
tion of restitution vary with the seriousness of offense to the point
that it would be very low for, say, a serious, personal offense in
contrast with the ones with minor victimless offenses.

Mr. MaLoNEY. Our evaluation with the Carkhuff firm and it
surprised me too, because I thought the more ‘serious the offense
the less likelihood of success. We found that seriousness level is not
- an indicator of successful completion of a program.

Mr. DEaN. On page 3 of your statement you mentioned that the
percentage of youth who have committed subsequent offenses
during project participation is 7.3l percent. I was wondering what
the nature, of those offenses are, and if you could characterize it?

Mr. MaLoNEY. The highest number of reoffense within the pro-
gram is burglary. That is the majority of crimes committed while
still within the program is burglary. .

Mr. DEAN. From that can I gather that they are not committing
offenses actually on the restitution program that they are working

‘on, stealing from their employer. - ) )

Mr. MaLoney. I do not believe so. We have had occurrences
where kids have gotten involved i offenses on the worksite, but I
don’t think it is to a great degree. I don’t see any data that has
surpassed that that is to a great degree. .

Mr. DeaN. I just have a couple more questions. Do any of the
fupds that are generatéd by the work in the, restitution projects
ac?ually go back to the project to defray administrative costs?

Mr. MaLonNEY. No. . ’ .

Mr. DEAN. And in the case of, say, a budgetary crunch would
that bg a feasible alternative to require 5 percent to defray those
administrative costs. .

Mr. MaLonEY. We are looking into that pogsibility. We are look-
ing into several possibilities. We do have the youth apd.family aid
programs that provide localities with State funds to start these
types of initiative. So we are looking most closely at the youth aids
initiative@Other than that we are beginning to &xamirte, as you

_mentioned, the possibility of administrative overhead falling back
into the program. ) '

Mr. DEAN. My final question here would just be an open ended
one. Could you give a few examples of the jobs that the juveniles
are placed in; whether they are the kinds of jobd that have a
future; and whether they are of deadend nature?

Mr. MALONEY. Our priority is meaningful employment. Meaning-
ful employment means that it falls within the priorities of the
young person himself and it does offer future employment, at least
the hope for future employment. We have had some unique em-
ployment situations. For instance, a young person in Rock County
who was under threat of incarceratjon was doing remodeling work
with the Rock County Historical Society. After completing his resti-
tution, for instance, the Historical Society was so pleased with the
youngster they actually made him a formal member of the Rock
County Historical Society. ' o
° In the Menominee Reservation, a group of kids in the program
assumed responsibility for the design, planning and carrying out of

an entire pow-wow for the community where several hundred ~
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o - "
people attended They had to assume responsibility for all of the
financial management, the arragngement of speakers, the arrange-
ment of events. So I think that type of planning skill came out in
the restitution and employment opportunity, although it was not a
future employment opportunity. .

Mr. DEaN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr..Corrapa. Thank you. ,

Thank you, Mr. Maloney, for your excellent presentation to this
subcommittee and sharing with us your experience in Wgsconsin
with this program. ~

Mr. MaLonEY. Thank you for having us. .

Mr. Corrapa. We will now go to a panel of youngsters, two of
them from Wisconsin, two of them from Washington, D.C., that
have actually participated in the restitution program. X

In order to protect the privacy of these youngsters, I will ask all
the members’ of the subcommittee to address them by their-first
name and no photographs will be allowed of these witnesses during
their testimony. .

Before we call them for their testimony, I would like to state
that I am very pleased ta have today the visit of a group of
youngsters from Puérto Rico who are participating in the Presiden-
tial classroom program here in Washirigton. I would like to ask the
youngsters from Puerto Rico, who are participating m the Presi-

déntial classroom program to please stand up. .
It is quite coincidental that while these high school students
from PRuerto Rico come to Washington for the Presidential class-

room program and to visif their Congresspersons today, we are

holding these: hearings ‘precisely on ‘a problem.that is of great '

importance to the whole Nation and, of course, to the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico as wéll," dealing with ju'/venile justice” and
delinquency prevention. A

Wewill 'now have the ®pportunity of asking questions of young-
sters who have participated in this restitution program, a program
that is ge toward having the youngster restitute or pay direct-
" ly to the Vittim and to society for faults that have been committed
rather than sending them to jail or placing them in the regular

prgeation program.

e will ask now Charles gnd Becky,”ébming from Wisconsin, and '

Jeff and Jonathan from Washington, D.C., t6 .pléase .come forward.
Take'a seat at the witness table. . .

. I would like to'welcome thé four of you to this hearing today and
express to eaclr of you the great appreciation of this subcommittee
for your appearing hefore us toddy and allowing us to gain more
information about the program in which you have been participat-
ing and what that program has meant to you.,

‘Definitely your cooperafion with this hearing will allow us to

gain information that will be very valuable in examining how this
project has worked and in determining what this subcommittee
should da in epcouraging programs of this nature. .

The witnesses do not have prepared testimony. They will respond
to questions from the members of the subcommyjittee.
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STATEMENT OF CHARLES AND BECKY., WISCONSIN, AND JEFF =
AND JONATHAN, WASHINGTON, D.C. ‘

Mr Corrapa. I would like to ask Charles here to please tell us in'
a#®manner or form do you believe that BBing in this restitution
pregram has helped you in"becoming an individual who can better

-cope with the society and the group where you live? .

CHarces. Well, OK After I had committedsthe “offense 1 had
heard people talkmg They didn't want their kids to be around me
because, you know, in fear that I would get them in trouble. It gave .
me a chance to show that if given a chance I could be just like
anyone else.

I am pot one that was out lookmg for trouble. I just happened to
run upon it at that time. It showedN\o myself that I could bew
anything that 1 wanted to be It depen ed on what I wanted to
make of myself. So really, it. roved to the people around me that I
could make it in the world tdday, not as an inmate in a prisén, you
know, but going to work every day, bringing home a paycheck.

Mr Corrapa. In what sense do you believe that a restitution
program such as this oné should be encouraged in terms of how
other youngsters that may find themselves in the situation you
found yourself, may use the program itself as a way to become
better members of sbdiety? -

., CHaARLEs. Well, like w1th the job you get, you can obtain skills,
say, like if you liked it, you could further yourself in that particu-
lar thing. It gave me a chance to meet differerit pegple and talk
with them, to see their ideas and viewpoints and really, I don't,
know. You have to ask others. )

Mr. Corraba. Becky, how would you answer that questxon" -

Becky. Could you repeat it? |

. Mr. Corraba. In what sense do you believe that having part1c1-
pated in the restitution program would help you and other young-
sters similarly situated in bemgl able to recuperate from the srtga-
tion in which you found yourself?

Becky. OK. I am not sure if I understand the question real goo
but for myself I got a good recommendation from that job. And i
use it for everyone. They have called that job site every time and
they said that they gave me an excellent recommendation. .

OK, being 15 when I committed a crime, there is ng way I would
have been able to pay off the debt that I had to pay. o'Who is going
to hire a 15-year-old, especially one who is, you know, in trouble?
OK. So it helped me get the job. It showed me that I can do it. It
gave me some skills to help out in future jobs. It wgs, really the
first job besides babysitting I had had, and it showed me what job
supervisors arg like, what interviews are like It wasn’t a real -
formal mter\"‘w

There is no way I would have been able to pay back the*nioney
that I owed® wrthoq& getting thig job. And- really being on social
secugity there is no way that my mother would have been able
-pay for it either. . ’\

‘Mr. Corrapa. What kind of job did you get? )

Becky, 1 worked at the YWCA. It was only cleaning and pamt-"

" ing. I also had to put in 50 hours of volunteer work. I did secretari-
al work at the Boys Club in Green Bay.
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Mr Cormapa. Jeff, how would you say that this program helped
you? . .

" JEFF. Well, as long as I can remember I have been getting in
trouble with the juvenile courts, ybu know. The juvenile restitution
program openéd up a lot of things for me. You can get in the
program and'learn a skill and learn how to turn your,life around °
from what you have been doing to being a better person. You have
got toeput it in your mind that you want to be better.

The program offers you different opportunities and different
skills, you know. It has helped me a lot. '

Mr. CorrapA. How old are you now? e

- JEFF. I'am 18 going on"19. :

Mr. Corrapa. How old were you when you participated or start-
ed your participation in the re‘sgtution‘program? -

JEFF. [ Was 17. .

Mr. Corrapa. They worked out the program for you. What is it
that you did in the program? - \

JeFr. Well, I had a cﬂ)ice, you know. I hat a choice to be in this
program. I wasn’t sure I could make it in the program. That is up
to the judge. They gave me a choice. I could go in the pregram, pay
back $600 restitution and do 175 hours community service or either
do 4 years, you know, whatever the jailterm would, have been.

Mr. Corrapa. Why did you choose this program? -

JEFF. Because’it showed me—I saw something that was going to
help me better my life. I got tired of ‘being in trouble all my life, so
I decided,to try to bettef myself and this was just an opportunity to
hl;zlp me better myself, you know, start my ljfe over and do better
things. .

Mr..Corrapa. What did you do to repay the $600?

JEFF. I worked at the Columbia Heights Youth Club_in a pro-.
gram and went around fixing up parks, putting ih benches,.and
fixing things like that. The paychecks from there helped me pay,
back the restitutio s - o "

Mr. CorraDA. In what sense do you think this helped you?

JEFF. It helped me to rehabilitate myself in a way. Ever since I
have been in thissprogram, the people in the program have been
helping me find~jobs and just do things I have never had time to do
before because I was on the street getting in trouble all the time.

Mr. Corrapa. Without the program do you think you would have
been ablé to repay that $600? )

JEFF. No, sir. . .

Mr: Corrapa. Jonathan, how has this program helped you?

JONATHAN. The program has helped me because in about 1978 I *
‘had dropled out of school, started getting in trouble.

Then once I went to court, the judge told me I had an opportuni-
ty to get-inf the juvefiile restitution program or be committed to
jail 1 had benefit to look at the program to see how the ideas and
how they were going about things. So I decided to'go into the
juvenile center. Then I started realizing that I can’t be out on the
street at certain hours of the night doing®crime when I know I
have to pay for them. I started to -look at .my life as a better
perspective, so then once I had got in the program, I started
working'in a warehouse for the city that helped evict the people,
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pick up their furniture and store it for them if they can't afford to
pay a moving company or something like that.
_So then I did my community service and then after my communi-
ty service were over they hired me to work with them.
So I feel that tie juvenile restitufion center helps a whole lot of
people if they want to help themselves.
Mr. Corrapa. Thank you, Jonathan.
I will yield now to Congressman Williams.
Mr. WiLLiaMs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Jeff, what do your friends think of this program? .
- JEFF. Well, you know, my friends they like the program if they
could get into it, you know, the ones that are incarcerated now.
Mr. WiLiiams. What do they say about it? .
JerF. Well, it gives you a chance, you know, to start all over,
turn your life around.’ A
Mr. WiLLiams. Jeff, how many of your friends have said to you,
“I like this program because it gives you a chance to start all over
and turn my life around.” You tell us the way they tell you.
Let me lead you a little bit more. Do they say, “Boy. that is a
free ride. I wish I could get into that instead of going to jail.” What
do they think of this program?. S )
JEFF Well, naturally they like it instead of going to jail because
" don’t too many people want to be locked up, you know. They would
rather be in this program than go to jail because they say, like you
say, it is a free ride for them doing something and not having to
pay for it, but in the sense they are paying for it anyway because
they have to pay back to the victim, you know, and do community"
service. .
Mr. WiLLiaMs. Now that you have gone through the program,
and apparently you are a supporter of the program, you think it
was a pretty good idea. Maybe it was a pretty good idea, because
you did-not have to be staring out of bars or maybe you think it
was pretty good idea because you did get something really paid
back in a real way with money to whomever, or whatever you had
* harmed with whatever you did. . “, ,
Now you know maybe that part of it means somethihg-to you,
too. Have you talked abqut that part of this program with your

friends, the part gther than the free ride? . .

JEFF. Paying the people, you talking about the——

Mr., WiLLiams. The good that you did about paying them back,
have you and your friends discussed that part? 3

JEFF. No, sir. . .

Mr. WiLLiaMs. You have talked about the free ride some, thougHh.

JEFF. I felt that it was nice for them to let me stay on the street
and find{me a job so I could pay thesé people back, you know. It
was nicef of the people to offer to let me pay them back instead of
getting me locked up for what I had done. I don’t talk about it too

Mr. WicLiams. I appreciate your being honest with me and with
the committeeen-that, Jeff. .

Jdonathan, do you have any friends who have been in trouble,
fairly sprious trouble with the law? .
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Mr WitLiams Do you have any of those friends that you think
ought to be in jail instead of in this restitution program” You know-
if you were the judge knowing what you know about some of your
friends, would you say if you were the judge and you knew the
accused “No, this restitution program is not going to work for this
cat He has got to go to jail,” or could most or all of your friends
that'might commit a crime benefit from this program?

JoNaTHAN. Well, I think all of them would benefit from this
program, because one, it would put them in the right direction and
for another, you know, they realize what s really going on around
them and out there in reality So, you know, it would make them
respect their self and others, put them in a perspective which they
will understand what the court system is about and how the juve-
nile restitution,is helping them. ¢

Mr. WlLlAMS‘a’CharleS, where do.you live?
~ CHARLES. Beloit, Wis. . ;

Mr. WiLiams. What street do you live on? °

CHARLES. Copeland. . :

Mr WiLLiaMs When you look out the window—do you live in an
apartment or house? :

CHarLES. House. . .

Mr WirLiaMs. When you look out the window of your house
what do you see, the view out of your window? v

CHARLES Another house.

Mr. WiLLiams. Are all the houses close on your street?

CHARLES. Yes.

~
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. Mr WrLLiaMs Are any of the friends that live in that house or
the house next to it or the house on the other side, in trouble? .

CHARLES. No. - )
Mr WiLLiaMS. Are you the only one i your neighbdrhood that
has been in trouble? :
CHARLES. As far as I know. :
Mr WiLriams. Your friends you go to school with, Charles, have
been in trouble? ' ) .
CHARLES. | am sure some of them have. -
Mr WiLLiams. I mean people ‘you pal around with that you know
}t;la\;e been in trouble and you talkeg\ to them about being in trou-
le? . .
" CHARLES A few. - :
Mr. WiLLiams. What do they think about this program?
CHarLES. | have never discussed it with anyone. i
Mr" 'WiLLiaMs. Your friends know you have been in trouble?
CHARLES. Yes. . .
Mr. WiLLiams. They have not asked you about this program?
CHARLES. No. . .
Mr WiLLiams Becky, you mentioned that you seem to support

» PRI

. the progrdm on the basis that it allowed you to get a job when it is

difftcult for a person your age to find work and moreover, you
appdrently did a pretty good job where you were employed because.
those people have been able to recommend you to others. You said
it gave you some job skills and you saw what an interview was all
about. A couple of you mentioned that. N

You know there are many programs in this country that help
you get a job and you can get interview skills. But this one i®a
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little different. This one says we are going to give you a job instead
¢ of having you go to jail.
So set aside for me all of those other things that you said about
why you liked this program. That is you got a job and it gave you
skills, because we have got other programs to do those things. Set

° that aside and tell me what else it is about the restitution program

that you think is'worthwhile. Anything else? )
Becky. I have to think about it. T A

. Mr. WiLLiams. While you are thinking about that, let me ask you

a question and maybe it will Relp you.
The alternative perhaps in your case, the alternative might have
been to go to jail.
Becky. Right. N )
Mr ‘WiLLiams What about this program compared with going to
. - Jjail? Do you like it for that reason?
Becky. Oh, sure. Of course. Who.wouldn’t? But even if I wasn’t
going to jail I would still do it anyway. I most definitely would. .
. Even right now if I could, I would doit. ~ .
* Mr. WiLuiams. Now, if any of you wants to answer this question
just put up your hand. " ‘ .

I think everybody, all four of you, agree that there is one reason
this program is good and that is because:it keeps you out of jail.
Right? Now, society has an idea that—at least many, many people
in society have an idea~that if jail is tough enough and if the
times are hard enough when you are in jail, by gosh, when you get
out you won't commit a cyime anymore.

Becky. They are doing it by threatening—— ,
. Mr. WirLiaMs. They are what? ; .

Becky. When you go through the restitution project, you learn
something, but when the other alternative’is being locked up, what
aredyou going to learn? You are just going to be threatened to be
good. R

Mr. WiLLiams. That won’t stop you from comAaitting another
crime? - . . ./
. BEcky. I am not saying that it won’t, but ¥ou are being threat-
ened. You are not learning a thing. ‘In/t restitutjpn program at-

-~ least you are learning stuff through it-
Mr. WiLLiaMs Charles? T )
CHaARLES. I don’t know how true it is, but:I have often heard that,
say, you go to prison for robbery or burglary, once you get there,
you would most likely learn how to do it and get away with it the
next time. I mean that is what has been told to me by some people
that have went to-prison. That it is more or less a school for
learning how to do a crime and get away with it.
* Mr. WiLLiams. If the situation presented itself again, as it prob-
ably has with some of you, presented itself again, and you thought
. it is a situation Where you might commit another crime, maybe
you are with some friends and we all know they are involved and
s0 you say, oh, well, was this restitution program that you have
been through or going through, was it difficult enough on you or
good enoug% for you or something that you would say, ng,'no, I am
. .not going to commit that crime and the reason you would think in
your-head I am not going to commit it is because you had been in |
this restitution program? Because I.got a feeling if you had been in
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jail and you came up against the possibility of this new crime, you
. would say no, I am not going back to jail.

Jerr. I have been incarcerated a couple of times, you know. For
some people it takes, you know—they need to be locked up at least
once to see how it is, you know, for some people. But for some
people the.restitution program-is a very good idea. It stopped them
from ge#g so far, going as far as I did, but I think it would help a
lot of people. For some people, they ought to tfy it and see how it
is.

Like you say, once they get down there, they have such a bad :
time they don't want to come back 'when they get out. The restitu-
tion program is a nice program.

- Mr. WiLLiams. Charles. .

Cuaries. But if you go once, what would make you go back
again? He said he had went a couple of fimes. He went there one
time, but he also went again.

. Mr. WiLLiams. Jeff, Charles said you went once and you went '
-back again. It apparently was not so tough it kept you out.
JEFF. Well, it takes some people longer than others to really find

out what is happemng or what is going to happen. It just took me a

little longer than other, yoi1 know, to find out how I was messing

up my life and to stralghten up.

Mr. WiLLiams. Maybe in your schools they use this system of
grading, A, B, C, D, and F. You all know about that system, don’t

. you? A is tops and F is failure. OK. J
I want you, starting with Charles and going down the line to
grade this program for me and I want you to grade it on just one
. part and that is whether you think it will makd you think a long

time before you commit another crime. A meang this program was

so good and I learned so much and I found out sp much about what

I did to hurt people on it, or it was so hard to the money back, I

am never going to commit a crime again. That would be A.

F would be, no, it was just a free ride and I Would do it again. If
the timé came up and I got helpless, I would do it again. .
Write it for me from A to F. ; .
. SIHARLES A ‘ : ';
r. WiLLiams. Beck - .
d Becky. T would glve);t a B. .
Mr. WiLLiaMS. Jeff. ‘ -
. JEFF. I would give-it a B. .. : . o
- ————-  Mr. WILLIAMS. Jonathan ) .

JONATHAN. A. s .

“.Mr. WiLLiams. Thank you, Mr. Chalrman . .

Mr. Corrana. Thank you. .

Before going to the staff on the minority side, let me say this. Of
course, wher people commit a crime we have devised a system ,
called the criminal justice system to make those who have commit-
ted a crime pay for that crime. That is essentially the concept of
restitution. If someone broke the law, then that person has to pay
back to society. There must be restitution to society in general,
‘restitution to the victim of that crime as a member of society.

We for a number of years and centuries have thought that
perhaps the only way or the best way that we are going to provide
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restitution is by placing that person in jail. Jailing people is only a
way to provide for restitution for paying back society.

And, of course, a second “objective in this criminal concept of .
making people pay for their crimes Is rehabilitation. See how this
person is subjected to a process that will result in making that
person a better individual who will be able then to go back to
society and participate fully in society without getting involved in
problems. A

There are some who would say that anybody who committed a
crime ought to go to jail and that is it. - '

There are others who believe that there are different options to
be considered, that jail or ‘incarceration is one option. Probation is
another option. Sending a person to a foster home or any other
kind of facility is another option and that there is an option called
restitution in this narrow sense which means allowing the person

" who comniitted the crime to do something more'directly in restitut-
ing to society or—paying back to society for that crime which is by
paying, by making some kind of monetary compensation back to
the victim who was involved. .

¢ Obviously, if you,are a poor person or a person with limited
resources, theré is no way you can pay back to the victim what you
owg them. If you don’t have any money to begin with if you don’t
have a job, if you don’t have the opportunity of paying back or
making this restitution. -

Now, in this context, let me ask you, the four of you, do you
believe you would have been able to pay back any money or com-
pensation to the victims in your cases had you not been afforded
the opportunity of this program? . )

-+ JONATHAN. No. -t

JEFF. No, sir.

- BEcky. No way. ‘

CHARLES. No. . .

Mr. Corrapa. Now let me ask you a second question.'The fact

" that yowwere allowed to compensate;o pay back to the victims,
did this mean anything to you ingterms of something that you

- wanted to do becausé it made you feel better, did it mean anything
in terms of your own personal dignity, or not, having that opportu-
nity to pay back te the victim? ‘

JONATHAN. [ felt better after I did it because then I felt like I
had done my service for what I done did and it was to be repaid.

So, you know, I felt a whole lot better, especially when I had got
on the program because it really, helped to learn and let others,
you know, show you the way that you might never thought you
could see until yoy reaize there is a 'way to Q‘and there is a way .
not to go. ’ T

Mr. Corrapa. How about you, Jeff? ~ :

JEFF. | felt better after I paid the peoplé back, you know. I felt
that T didn’t ow® no one. I had paid back for what I had dgne to
them. I paid them back. I felt that I no longer owed them anything.
« . Soit was a clean break. I paid them back and I helped the commu-
,  nity. . s
Mr. CorraDA. Becky?

BECKkY After completing it you feel good about doing it, but

. ‘. before, definitely, haying 'to dominates, definitely.

. |
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Mr. CORRADA. Charles" .

CHARLES. I would have to go along with Jeff. | paid some back, so
I paid my debt, but you know that doesn’t mean that they owe me
soniething, you know. I done what I was supposed to do and what
was expected of me. ) e

Mr. Corrapa. Let me ask you. I understand that you were pro-
vided with a job, but then from the moneys that you earned by
doing that job you paid the victims out of your accounts. Is that
correct? {

BECKY. Yes.

JEFF. Yes.

CHARLES. Yes. PREATT

JONATHAN. Yes. . e,

Mr. CorRADA. You took money that was paid to you from the
work you did and gave that money to the victim? Is that correct?

JEFF. Yes.

Sy .

Becky. The check went directly to the v1ct1m I didn’t see any of '

it at all. I didn’t get to give it to the victim. myself.

Mr. CorraDA. But you agreed to that arrangement.

Becky. You have to. That is it. -

Mr. CorraDa. What difference does it, make for you to have the
opportunity of having a job and taking money from what you
received ‘as compensation and paying the victims rather than put-
ting the money in your pocket as ypu would have if instead of
being in this progfam you had been on probation and gotten a job?

Did it mean anything to you, the fact that there was this provi-
sion in your program that you could do that, rather than getting a
Job, let’s saz' being on\probation and getting a job and not having
to pay back i

JrrF. Well, my choice was—this program was the only thing that
was helpful to mé at the time because other| than the program I
had incarceration looking at me. That is what'I knew. If I wouldn’t
have decided to get in the program, I would have been incarcerated

+ for a certain amount of years.

Mr. Corrapa. Do you have now a better idea what it’ COSt to
make $600 than you had when you' did whatever you did to your
victim, that that person lost $600

JEFF. The victim, who I—they lost much more than $600. That is
‘just what a _]uvemle at that time would pay back, the highest in a
restitution program that a juvenile could return. They settled for
that $600.

-

So every time I got paid T took a certain amount out of my check, .

got a money order and sent it to the victim, gaye it to them and
they sent jt to the victim, ‘

+ Mr. CorraDA. I will yield now to the counsel for the mmorlty
. Mr. Dean. Jeff, if I could follow up on Mr. Corrada’s question.
After you had deducted the amount to pay to the victim, how much
money did you have left from your paycheck?

JeFF. I had a choice. I could have only—all I was told to give
them was 20" percent of each check, but I took it upon myself to
give them 50 percent of the check so I could pay them off sooner,

i l);ou know, and keep the job and just have the rest for myself, you
now.
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Mr. DEAN. Did you find that after you had begun this job you
had more money in your.pocket than you had before you had a job?
Were you making more on the street than you were on this job? Or
was it about the same? ’

JEFF [ felt better working for a living than taking it, you know.

Mr. DeaN. Before you got into trouble, were you in school?

JEFF. Yes, | was in school. '

Mr. DeEaN In school, were you in a vocational education pro-
gram? .

. JEFF. No.  was pretty smart when I was in school. .

Mr. DEAN But in school were you getting any training that was
kind of oriented toward helping you get a job?

JEFF. No, sir. .

Mr DEaN Since you have been in the project have they referred
you to any sort of training to help you get a better-job than you
were already qualified for? . . o

JEFF. Yes, ry Since I have been in this program I have picked
up two or thrée skills. -~ .

Mr: DEAN. What are those skills?

JEFF. [ can brick lay. I can paint, or I can lay cement, whichever
I want. . . -

Mr. DEAN. Are you working now? Do you have a job?

JEFF. Not at the moment, no. P

Mr. DEAN. The last job that you had, did your employer know
that you.had been in this project? 'S

JEFF. Yes, sir, he did. ‘ s

Mr. DEaN. Jonathan, did you pay money back to the victim?

+JONATHAN: I did community service! I did about 40 community
service hours over what I was supposed to do. And I paid a little ~
each way. » ~ : ‘

Mr. DeaN. Did they -pay you for that time in community service?
And did they give you money for jt? )

JONATHAN. Who? . . o

r. DEAN. When you were working in community service, did
you just put in the time or did you actually get paid for working in
the community? . . .

JONATHAN. Put in the'time. Then I got'placed on the community
service job. Then,after I did my community service, then they hired
me. Then that is when I took a little. ’

Mr. DeaN. But they hited you because they-had seen. your work
and they liked it?

JONATHAN. Yes: . . , .

Mr. DeaN. So your being hired was unrelated to this program? It
wasn’t part of this program? )

JoNATHAN. The program helped me get it, you know. You could
say it i$ related. ° ' .

Mr. DEaN. Have you Teceived any kind of training from partici-
pation in the restitution project other tharr that that-you picked up .
working the community service? Dl they, for instance, have some-
body teach you how to lay bricks or anything of that nature?

°

o

JONATHAN. No.
Mr. Dean. That is all. Thank you.

¢ Mr. Cograpa. Do you have any further questions?
“Mr. WiLLiaMs. T have another question. ,
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* Are any of you now in the restltutlon program currently"
CHARLES. No.
Becky. No.
Jer¥. No. , T
JONATHAN.

Mr. WiLLiams. Are any of you still holding the job that you held o
in tRe restitution program?

Jerr. The job they gave me w I got in the restitution pro- °
‘gram, it only lasted for a year and the year is up. That is why I am
unemployed right now. '

Mr. WiLLiaMs. Charles, are you workmg‘? .

CHARLES. No, .

Mr. WiLiams. Becky?

Becky.’Yes.

. Mr. WiLLiams, Jeff, yotl said you weren't working prevxously,
correct?
. JEFF. Right. s
" Mr. WiLLIAMs. Jonathan? N
JoNaTHAN. No. :
Mr. Wyuiams. How many jobs, Jonathan have you held since
*the job yo® had in the restitution program?

JONATHAN. Since the job? Two.

Mr. WiLLiaMs. You have worked two different places since then?

JONATHAN. Yes.

. . Mr. WiLiams. How about you, Jeff?
JEFF. Ever since I came in the program, that was about 2 years
ago, I have only had two jobs: \

, . Mr. WiLuiaMs. Becky?
. Becky. Two jobs.
o Mr. WiLLiams. How long have you had your current job, Becky?

Becky. Since last July,

Mr. WitLiams. Charles?

.CHARLES. Two jobs,

Mr. WiLLiams. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that we guard against

,  what could be Happening here and it is something that happens in
other programs of this type that don’t have to do with court cases
and violations of the law and retribution, but rather that is thig
revolving door of Government jobs that people seem to continue.

used to be involved with a training and job placement program
and we found tRat inadvertently once we started people into that
job system where the Federal Government, the State government
got them a job, they seemed to just revolve through four or ﬁve
jobs and never able to hold arpermanent one. -

I would be,interested wher® the administrators of this program
send us the additional material, which they are going to .do,
would be interested in having some additional thoughts from them
with regard to follow-on ard.placement in permanent or as near
permanent as p0551ble jobs for the people coming out?of this. pro-

. gram.

Mr. Corrapa. I share in the céncerns of Mr. Williams.

C I think it would be désirable if in submifting further information
" to the subcommittee, you would furnish information as to what
efforts, if any, in terms of coordination have been done or might be
done in the future with, other agencies in terms of obtaining jobs in

0
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the private sector for youngsters who have held jobs jn this pro-
gram and might need a job when they finish their restitution
program. . -

I will ask the four of you to comment on this. ' -

Let us assume that all of a sudden the opportunity, the chance or .
option, of paying for whatever a youngster may do through a <
restitution program like the one you went through was.ended, that
this was no longer an option. That youngsters, not you, because
you have gone through the program successfully, you are out of the .
program now, but that other youngsters who live in your neighbor-
hood or who may have the same experiences that yoy have had,
had a problem and they were denied the opportunity of going
through a restitution program, and only the other alternatives,
Incarceration or probation and so on are left. .

I would like your comments indjvidually on whether you believe
that stopping a program of this nature or not allowing that oppor-
tunity In what sense do you believe that would make other young-
sters better or limit the opportunities to them in improving in
their own conduct. -

Jonathan?

JONATHAN. I feel that you catch them while they are young, you
can, avoid, you know, them going through anything }ke this, espe-
cially at the age of 11, 12, you know, that is when/crime usually
most starts with younger kids. I'feel that juvenile restitution pro-
gram can benefit to them which some, other programs like they
couldn’t even get in. It is certain programs in the community that
really look out toward each other and want .to help each.other. It is .
an environment that has been growing constantly. I feel the juve-
nile restitution program should have more help, should be involved
with more community actions, which, already they is, but I feel -

nity morésgiad nigre. o . 5
%’Ir. Cori®bA. deff?” ., .. o Tow - ,

EFF Well; I feel that this program shouldn't be,cut out because
it gives hope to’ lots of juyeniles who feel that .all'they can do is
resort to a life of crime because they have nothing ele to,resort to, .
no skills, no nothing. All they know’how.}o do is get out,and takex
or rob or whatever they do, yo(l:j}mo.w."ﬁ ttihg p%t this grogram
ain’t going to help. | LR T N A
Mr CorraDA. You said before thaf, you have beed twige incdrcer- .

So it would cut .down burglaries and cr,'g&e rate in your commu-
- Al

learn from this program that you did not learn from incarceration\”
JEFF 1 didn’t find out about the program until the segond time*
that I was incarcerated. Since I have been in this program# have .
learned different skills and how to be trusted. People pin Ffabel on
you when you are small. People tell you all you know_ how’ to do i
steal, that is all you do. In this program yoy learn héw.to trust\, .
people You learn how, to do different things, fmake méaningful \
with your life, turn around, do things that are right., n
Going down to jail—that don't rehabilitate you.-You have got to
rehabilitate yourself. Ifsyou don't want to rehabilitate yourself, I
don’t care how many times they lock you up, you ain’t going to be
tehabilitated You are just going to keep coming back. It is not hov/v/
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many/ times they lock you up. The point is that you have_got to
makd up your mind that you want to change—you want to be
rehabjlitated. If you make up your mind you want to do that, you
can d¢ it with the help of this program. You need a start.

Mr{ WiLLiams. I think we have found the appropriate words now
for the“Mscription over every prison door. Jeff just gave them to us.

Mr. Corrapa. Did incarceration give you the opportunity of
showing others that they could trust you as much as the restitution
program gave you that opportunity? ) , .

JEFF. No, sir. Incarceration doesn’t do anything for you but make
you worse than you are when you come out.

Mr. Corrapa. You were saying before people put labels on you
when you get in trouble. That means they don't trust you because
you were involved in a problem.

JEFF. Yes.

Mr. Corrapa. Going to A restitution program does that allow you
to show that you cambe trusted? 3 o

JEFF. Yes, sir, because they give you freedom. They let you do—
they give you a certain amount of things to do and they trust upon
you to do them. They can’t do them for you. You have to do ail this
gourself. You have got to make up your mind that you are going to

o it. . .

Mr. Corrapa. So it would allow others to have their faith re-
stored in you and would allow you to have trust in others.
- JEgF. Yes, sir.

Mr.,Corrapa. Becky?

Becky. Jeff said it all. .

Mr. Corrapa. You would agree with what Jeff has said?™

BeCKY. Yes.

Mr. Corrapna. How about you, Charles?

CHarLEs. He pretty much said it. ,

Mr. Corrapa. All right. I want to express again our appreciation
for gur coming here today and sharing with the members of the
subcOinmittee your experience about this program, and the infor-
mation about it. We are very appreciative of that, and I personally
and I am sure that I am joined by the other+members of the

. subcommittee, would wish you the best of luck in the future life.

JonaTHAN. Thank you.

Becky. Thank you.

CHarLes. Thank you. . .
JeFr. Thank you. ] -
-Mr. Corrapa. The committee will now adjourn. .
{Whereupon, at 1:07 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.]
[Material submitted for inclusion in the record follows:]
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CATEGORICAL AWARCS FOR CJJDP RELATING TG RESTIIUTIUN PRCGRANS _ PAGE 1
NCA-BLOCK WWARCS FILE, FY 69 - 81 02/24/81
STATE: ARKAASAS ’
gy
.

GRANT RO. ARARD AMCUNT  ARARD CATE BEGIN DATE  ENu OATE

. T9DFAX0033 $181,037 02/23/19 03/01/79  04/30/8)
FUND ING HISTORY PROJECT NCNITCR NSTATUS
C 19 OFf $18111452 SCHNARTZy KATHY ALTLIVE
0 19 OF sus . ) .
RANTEE NAPE AND ADDRESS PRCJECT GIRECTOR
OMPREFENSEIVE JUVENILE SERVICESs INC  ,  KAREN RIGLS
WESTERN ARKANSAS JUV RESTITUTJON PGM
2120 WALCRON ROAD - SULITE 106<A .
FOR SNITH, AR 72903 .
TITLE:  JUVENIUE RESTITUTION PROGRAM .

v -

REPORT PRCDWCED? N \CCSI CENTER: (JJDP-SPECIAL ENPHASKS

. PRCJECT SUNMARY
THIS PROJECT IS BEING FUNCED PURSUANT TO THE SPECIAL EMPHASIS ENITIATIVE,
“RESTITUTION BY JUVENILE CFFENOERS: ALTERNATIVE Tu INCARCERATION“. THIS PROJECT
WILL SUPPULRT THE COMPREHENSIVE JUVENILE SERVICES, INC. In AN EFFCRT 1C PRCVIGE
AN ALTERNAT IVE TC INCARCERATION AND TO INCREASE THE SENSE GF RESPONSIBILLIIY AND
ACCOUNTABILITY ON THE PART OF JUVENILE OFFENDERS FOR THEIR DELINJUENT PBEHAVIUR.
THIS PROGRAM WILL SERVICE 10000 AUJUDICATED YOUTH IN A 2 YEAR PEXIOL THRCUGH
DIRECT MCNETARY PAYMENT AND THROUGH SUPRCRTED CCMMUNITY SEXVICE wURK TO TARGET
YOUTH WHC wILL MAKE RESTITUTICN TG THE VICTINS CF CRIMk. FHE PRUJECT hILL BE
IPPLEMENTED IN SIX CCUNTIES IN WHICH JUVENILE OFFENDExS wilL Bk PLACED AND
TRAINED IN PUBLIC SERVICE EMPLOYNENT. THIS PROGRAM miLL ot ACMINISTEKED BY ThE
CCMPREMENSIVE JUVENILE SERVICESe INC A NON-PRUFIT URULANIZATICN OESIULNED TC
SERVE YOUTH IN THE SIX CCUNTY NESTERN ARKANSAS REGICUA.

N .

TOTAL FOR STATE: g $181,037, i

A
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CA!EGORICAL ANAROS FOR OJJDP RELATING TO RESFIIUTIUN PRGGRAMS PAGE 2
NON-BLOCK AWARDS FILEs FY 69 - 81 02/24/81
STATE:  CALI§CRNIA .
<
GRANT NO. AWARDO AMCUNT AWAROD CATE ‘BEGIN OATE END DATE
7838AX0100 $859,181 09730718 10/16/76 V4/15/81  ° ‘
FUND ING HISTCRY PROJECT *MCNITOR STATUS
0 13 IS 3859, 181 DOOGEs OOUGLAS ACTIVE
L4

o
.

GRANTEE NJME ANO AODRESS

PRCJECT, DIRECTCR

COUNTY OF VENTURAs CALIFORNIA
CORRECTIONS SERVICE AGENCY

CALVIN REMINGTUN

VENTURA,

TITLES

CA $3009

JUVENILE RESTITUTION PROJECT

QfPCRT PROCUCEL? N COST CENTER: CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASES

PRCJECT SUMMARY :

THE GCAL CF ThIS, PROJECT IS TO INCREASE THE JUVENILE OFFENUER?S SENSE CF
RESPUNSIBILITY ANO ACCCUNTABILITY FGR CELINQUENT BEHAVIGKs ANG AT ThE SAME’
TIREs PROVICE AN AVENUE FLR REASUNABLE REORESS OR SATISFACTILN wITH REGARL TO
LOSS SUFFEREC 8Y VICTIMS CF- JUVENILE OFFENOERS. THIS wILL bt ACCOMPLISHEU BY
INCREASING THE MEANS BY WHICH RESTITUTION IS PRGVIUDEU BY JUVENILES ALJUCICATED
CF DELINQUENT ACTS. FOR THE PURPCSE OF THIS PRCJELIs KESTITUTIUN IS OEFINED AS
EITHER MONETARY PAYMENT TC THE VICTIM OR DIRECT SERVICES TU THE CCMMUANITY.
RESULTS SCUGHT FCR THIS PROJECT INCLUGE GREATER CUMMLNITY CUNFIDENCE IN THE |
JUVENILE JUSTICE PRCCESS AND INCREASED E+FECTIVENESS GF THE JUVENILE JUSTICE
SYSTEM AS IT RELATES TO TH+E VICTINS OF JUVENILE CRIMES., OJHER RESULTS EXPECTED
FOR THIS PROJECT INCLUOE INCREASED KNCWLEDGE ABOUT THE FEAS ISILITY OF
RESTITUTICN FCR JUVENILES IN TERMS OF IMPACT COST LFFECTIVENESS AS WELL AS A
REOUCTIGN GF RECIOIVISM. IT IS ESTIMATED T 890 JUVENILE GFFENDERS hILL

PARTICIPATE IN THE PRGGRAM WITHIN A 24-“0&!" PERIVD.
’

O
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CATEGORICAL AWARDS FBR CJJOP RELATING YO RESTITUTION PROGRAMS PACE = 3

NON-BLOCK AWARDS FILEs FY 69 - 81 . 02/24/81

STATE: CONNECTICUT ) J .

GRANT NO. AWARO AMCUNT  AWARD CATE BEGIN OATE  END DATE

T9EDAX0016 34454412 03701719 03/DL/79% 02/28/81L . .
k]

FUNG ING FISTGRY PRGJECT MONITOR STATUS

0 79 ED 3445, 412 WCLFSCNy, MARK ACTIVE*

GRANTEE NAME AND AGORESS PROJECT OLRECTCLR

THAMES VALLEY COUNCIL FCR COMF ACTION JCE LUNU v

OME SYLVANDALE RCAD .

JEMETT ClIly, CT 06351 4 -

TITLE: PRCJECT DETCUR - RESTITUTICN .

'

REPCRT PROCUCED? N COST CENTER: CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASIS . @

z'! .
PRCJECT SUMMARY
THE GENERAL CBJECTIVES CF THIS PROGRAM ARE TU: REDUCE THE INCARCERATION RATE OF
JUVENILES AGES 14-15 BY OPEKATING A JUVENILE RESTITUTILN PRUGRAM. REDUCE THE
RECIOIVISH RATE BY PROVIDING A VARIETY OF cOUCATIUNAL, VOCATIGNAL, SOCIAL,
FOLLOW=UP ANO "SUPPORTIVE SERVICES PC ALL ENROLLEES. ENKANGE ThE PUBLIC*'S SENSE
OF JUSTICE ANC AWARENESS CF ThE JUYENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM. THE PROJECT mILL HAVE
TW0 BASE CENTER LOCATICNS. ONE SITE WILL BE IN GROTGA FROM whICH PRUGKAM
SERVICES WILL BE PROVIDED TO JUVENILE UFFENOERS*WHO RESIOE IN THE FUUR .TOWN
AREA OF GRCTCNs NEW LGACCNs WATERFGRG AND LEOYARU. ThE CTHER CENTER WILL 8€ IN
NCRWICH JNT WILL SERVICE THE TONNS OF NORMICHs MUNTVILLE, SPRAGUE AND PRESTON.
EACH CENTER WILL BE CAPABLE OF HANOLING 30 CLIENTS. 1T 15 PROUJECTED THAT FOR A
ONE YEAR PER1CO OF OPERATION 168 YOUTH wItL PARTICIPATE.
‘ 3

. -

TOTAL FOR STATE: $445,412 - 3
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CATEGORICAL AWARDS FOR CJJOP RELATING TO RESTITUTION PROGRAMS PAGE 4

NCMN-BLOLK AWARCS FILE, FY 69 - 81 02/24/81

STATE: DELABARE ' . s
GRANT ‘NO. AKARD AMCUNT  ABARD. CATE BEGIN OATE  END CATE
78E0AXO100 $832159 09/30/78 | 10/01/ 18 04 /31781
FUND ING HISTORY PROJECT MCNITOR STATUS
0 78 €D $832+1596 $MITH, FRANK O. ACTIVE .

. -

¢ L
GRANTEE NIME AND ADORESS PROJECT CIKECTOR .
FAMILY CGURT CF DELAWARE . EMMETT M PARTIN

™ «£0;80X 2355
MILMINGTCNe CE 19899 ¢
L TITLE:  RESTITUTION BY JUVENILE OFFENDERS PROJECT -

REPGRT PROCUCED? N COST CENTER: CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPhASIS '

o 1

PROJECT SUMMARY
THIS PROJECT IS FUNDEO PURSUANT TO THE SPECIAL EMPHASIS INITEATIVEe RESTITUTION
BY JUVENILE CFFENDERS: AN ALTERMATIVE TO INCARCERAT ICN. THIS PROJECT wILL
~ SUPPGRT THE FAMILY COURT COF OELAWARE IM AN EFFORT TO PKCVIUE AN ALTEKMNATIVE TC
INCARC ERATION AND TC INCREASE THE SENSE OF RESPONSIBILITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY ON
b THE PART OF JUVENILE OFFENDEKS FOR THEIR OELINQUENT BEhAVILR. THIS PRLGRAM WILL
SERVE 21448 ACJUOTCATED YCUTH IN A TwO YEAR PERICD THRLULH PRCVIUDING
. RESTITUTION THROUGH COMNUAITY SEKVICEs TG THE VICTINS AND CUURT URDER PAYMENTS
TG THE VICTIMS SUBSIDIZED-FURM GRANT ,FUNDS. THIS PRKUGRAM wIlL BE AUMINISTEREO
BI—IPE FAMILY CGURT OF CGETAWARE. L. ~

.

~

~
TOTAL FOR STATE: . . 58324596 . 1

3

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.




., 52 o
- ) -
CATEGCKICAL AWARDS FOR OJJCP RELATING T0° RESTITUTION PROGRAMS PAGE ' S
. NCh-BLOCK ARARDS FILEs FY 69 - 81 . 02/24/81
\d ? ve
~STATE: DISTIRICT cF chuneu P
s
- . .
¢ w
GRANT NC. AMARD AMCUNT  AWARD CATE BEGIN OATE  ‘END DATE
. 78J5A%0098 36131660 €9/30/73 10/CL/78 . 04730761
FUND ING HI STCRY PRCJECT MCNITOR STATUS
: o 1 Js $613,660 * SMITH, FRANK O. ACTIVE
~ ‘
GRANTEE NAME AND ADORESS y PRGJECT DIRECTUR
01ST OF CCLUFMELA SUPERICR CGURT ALAN M SLHUMAN
DIVISICN CF SLCIAL SERVICES M ‘
613 G STREET, ACRIHREST B
" wASHINGICN» 0C 20001 °

IIILE: JUVENILE RESTITULTION:ALTERNATIVE TC LINCARCERAT ION, PRCBATN

»

. .
REPCRT PRCCLCED? N CcCsty CEA&g:: CGJJOP~SPECIAL EMPEASIS

f

PRCJECT SUPMIRY
THEIS PRGJECT 1S BEING FUNOED PLRSUANT TO THE SPECIAL EMPHASIS INITIATIVE,
"RESTITUTION BY JUVENILE CFFENDERS: ALTERNAZIVE TU INAKLERA TIUN", Thl> PROUJECT
WILL SUPPCRT Tre CISTRICT CF CCLUMELIA SUPRICK CCURT N AN EFECRT TO PRUY ICE AN
ALTERNATIVE TU INCARCERATIUN ANC PROBATIUN AND TU INLREASE THE SENSE (F
RESPONSIBILITY AND ACCCUNTABILITY ON ThE PART CF JUVENILE UFFENGERS FUR TFREIR
DELINQUENT BEFAVIUR. THIS PRCGKAM wlILL SERVE 360 ADJLUICATED YUUTHS Ih A ThC
YEAK PEKICD. PARTICIPANTS IN THE PRGLRAM AAY BE UKDEREL TU PRUVICE UIRELT MONEY
PAYMENTS TG THE viICTIMS FRUM EMPLOYMENT SUBSIQIZED FKLUM LRANT FUNUS, 4
PRESCRIBEL CCNMUNITY SERVICE FCR A CEFINED PERICU UF TIMky UR DIRECT SERVICES
TO THE VICTIMS, THIS PKRCGRAM wILL BE AULMINISTEREC B8Y THE DIvISIULN CF SCCIAL
SERVICES UNECER THE AUSPICES OF THE CISTRICT OF CULUMBIA SurtKIOR COWRT.

¢ 13

TCTAL FOR STATE: $6131660 ) i

‘

A . ‘

ERIC %

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
-




4 ~ >

&
CATEGORICAL AWARDS FCR CJJOP RELATING 1O ReSIITUTIun PRCGRAMS  PAGE 6
» NON-BLOCK AWARCS FILEs FY 69 - 81 . 02/24/81
o STATE: FLORICA S .
GRANT ND. AWARD AMCUNT  ANARD CATE BEGIN UATE  END DATE
79EDAX0010 $348,751  12/28/78 oL/0i/ 1y 12431781
FUNDING HISTCRY PRUJECT MCNITCR .STATUS
6 19 EU $348,751 SNITH, FRANK O. ACTIVE
GRANTEE NAME ANC ADORESS' PRCJECT OIRECTUK
BROWARO COUNTY BGARD OF SUPERVISGRS BARRY Wi THEK>

201 SCUTHEAST SIxIH STREET
FORT LAUDEDALE, FL 33301~

.

TITLE: BRCRARQ CCUNTY JUVENILE RESTITUTICA PRCJECT L

REPCRY PRCOLCED? M CCST CENTER: CJJDP-SPECIAL EMPHASIS -
]

4 L)
PRCJECT SUMMARY
M THIS PROJECT IS BEING FUNOED PURSUANT TO THE SPECIAL ENPHASIS INITIATIVE

RESTITUTIQON BY JUVENILE UFFENDERS: ALVTERNATIVE TU INCARCERATION®. THIS PRCJECT

s wILL SUPPCRT THE BRULWARLC CCUNTY JUVENILE COURT IN AN EFFUk] TL PRUVIDE AN
MUTERNAT IVE TO INCARCERATIUNSAND TG INCREASE THE SENSE CF KESPUNSIBILITY AND
ACCGUNTABILITY UM THE PART GF JUVENILE OFFENDERS FUR IThEIR UELINGUENT BLHAVIOR.
THIS PRKUGRAM WILL SERVE 600 ADJUDICATED YOUTH IN A ¢ YEAR PERIGD THRLUGH CIRECT
MONETARY PAYPENT THRUUGH SUPPGRTED COMMUNITY SERVACE WURK Tu TARGET YOUTH WHO
wILL MAKE RESTITUTICN TT THE VICTYIMS CF CRIME. THE PRLJELT wiLt BE IMPLEMENTEC
8Y A COUNTY=-WILE RESTITUTION PRUCESS IN WHICH JUVENILE CFreNDehS WILL BE PLACED
ANO TRAINED IN PUBLIC SERVICE EMPLOYMENT. THIS PROGRAM nlti 6E AODMINISTERED BY
THE BROWARC CCUNTY HUMAN SERVICES DEPARTMENT. -

» \

- TOTAL FOR SUATE: $34B,751 1 R
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CATEGOFICAL AWARDS FQOR CJJOP RELATING TO RESTITUT ILN PRUGRAMS PACE 7
. ~ NON-BLOCK AWARCS FILEs» FYy 69 - 81 02/24/8%

STATE: GEORGIA

4
GRANT NO. AwARD AMOUNT  AWARD DATE BEGIN DATE &MU DATE
19JSAX001 1 $216,335 02726719 03701779 0¢/28/81
2
. . ‘
FUNOING HISTCRY PROJECT MCN ITCR SIAIUS
o 19 us $216,335 SPITH, FRANK O. . ACTaVE
’ N )
’ GRANTEE ‘NAME ANC ADDRESS PRCJECT GIRECTLR
CLAYTCN COUMTY JUVENILE COURT * 1O Bt NAMEC
CLAYT(N CCUNTY COURTHGUSE o . .
JONESBORD, GA 30236

FITLE:  CLAYTCN CCUNTY: JyuveEMILE JUSTICE RESTITUTICA FRGCGKAM

REPCRT PRCLUCED? N COST CENTER: (CJJIOP-SPECIAL EMPHASLS .
. °

£
PROJECT SUMMARY «
THLS PROJECT IS BELING PUNDED PURSUANT TD THE sPECIAL EMPHASIS INITIATIVE,
“RESTIIUTION 8Y JUVENILE OFFENDERS: ALTERNATIVE U INCARCERKATIONY, IHIS PROJECT
MLL SUPPCRT THE CLAYICN CCUNTY JUVENILE CCURT IN AN EFFUKT TQ PRCVIDE AN o
ALTERNATIVE TC INCARCERATIGN AND 10 INCREASE TME SENSE CF RESPUNSIBILITY AND
ACCOUNTABILITY ON THE PART OF JUVENILE OFFENDERS FUR ThEIR DELINGUENT BEHAVIGR.
TH1S PROGRAM wILL SERVICE 400 AQJUGICATED YOUTH IN A Tai YEAK PERICC THRLUGH
CIRECT MONETARY PAYMENT THROUGH SUPPORTED COMMUNITY SERVILE WORK TU TARGET
YOUTH WHC WILL MAKE RESTITUTICN TG THE VICTINS Ct CRIME. THE PRGJECT wILL BE
IPPLEMENTED BY 4 CCUNTY-WICE RESTITUTICN PRUCESS IN MHICH JUVENILE GFFENDERS
WILL BE PLACED AND TRAINEG IN PUBLIC SERVICE EMPLOYMENT. THIS PROGRAM wILL BE
ADMINISTERED €Y THE CLAYTCN CCUNTY JUVENILE COURT. :

TCYAL FOR STATE: " $216,335 1
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PACE 8

CATEGCRICAL AWARCS FOR CJJOP RELATING TC REST1TU1 10N PROGRAMS
02/24/81

NON-BLOCK AWARDS FILEs» FY 69 - ol
STATE: 10AHC

AWARD AFCUNT
’5264' 848

AwARD CATE | BEGIN OATE ehp CATE .
02726779 03/01/1% 0¢/28/81

GRANT NO.
19JSAx0012

STATULS
ACTIVE

PROJECT MCONITOR
COCGEy DCUGLAS

FUND ING HISTLRY

6 19 JS 3204, 848

PRCJECT Ol1RECTUK
WARREN h GILMUREL

GRANTEE NZPE 2NC ACCRESS
10AKD FOUKTH JLOICIAL DISTRICT
ACA CCUNTY CISIRILT CCURT
BOISE» 10

JUVENILE NCRK RESTITUT#CN IN THE FOURTH JuCIC 1AL DISTRICT

CJJOP-SPECIAL tMPHASIS

TITLE:

°

REPCRT PRCLUCED? N

s

COST CENTER:

5/

PRCJECT SUMMARY
ATIVE,

THIS PROJECT IS BEING FUNCED PLRSUANT TO THE SPECIAL EMPHASES 1
WRESTITUTION BY JUVENILE UFFENOERS: AN ALTERNATIVE TC INCAKLERA ", THE
PROJECT wiLL SUPPCRT 1DAHC'S FLLRTH JUCICIAL DISIRIC1 IN AN LFF TY PROVIOE
AN ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATIEN AND TC INCREASE THE SEASE UF RESPUNSIBILITY ANC
ACCCUNTABILITY ON THE PART OF JUVEKILE OFFENOERS FuR THEIR OELINGUENT BEHAVIOR.
TrilS PROGRAM wiLL SERVE 1,200 YCUTHFUL CFFENDERS DURINGL THE 24 MUNTHS LF THIS
GRANT THROUGKF PRUVIGING OISTRICT~WIDE COURTORUERED RESTITUTICN. YUUTHS MAY Bk
ORCEREC TO PAY Twk CCST OF DESTRUCTICN, PRCYIOE OIRELT SEwVICE 10 THE VICTIM OR
PERFCRM A CERTAIN NUMBER OF HGURS CF CCMMUNT TY SERVILE. THE FUURTH JuDICIAL
OISIRICT CCASISTS OF AULA, VALLEY, ELMCRE ANU BCISE CLUNTakS. THE CENTRAL CFFICE
wilL BE LOCATEC IN THE ADA CGUNTY CGURT HOUSEs AND FRCK THIS OFFICE ALL ASPECTS
IN THE OEVELCFMEAT ANO AUMINISTRATICN hl’FL BE COURDINATED.

[

. . L]

TOTAL FOR''STATE: $264,848 1

>
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CATEGUR ICAL AwARDS FCR CJJD; RELATING TO RESTETUTIULN PRLGRAMS PACE 9

. NCA-BLCCK AWARCS FILEs FY 65 - 81 02/24/€1
- STATEZ [LLINCIS , ,
: <

© GRANT NO. AWARD AMCUNT  ANARD CATE BEGIN DATE  EAD DATE

79€0AX0014 $5230316 . 02/09/74 03/01/1% 02/ 28/ 81 .

. N
FUNDING HISTCRY PRCJECT WCNITCR STATUS
c 79 €D $923'§16 WCLFSCN» MARK ACIIVE

GRANTEE NAME AND ADDRESS ’ PRCJECT CIRELTOR
GHICAGG CEPARTMENT OF HuMAN SERVICES GLORIA Tukkes
64C NCRTH LA SALLE

CHICAGEy L 60610

~ L4 .
. TITLE: RESTITUTICA PRGGRAM, FCR JUVENILE OFFENDEKS .
. REPCAT PRDCLCED? N - -COST CENTER: CJJOP-SPECEAL ‘EMFFASES

PRCJECT SLMMARY ] . .

TH1S RESTITUTION PROJECT Fuk JUVENILE CFFENDERS mILL Bk AUMINISTERED BY ThE
ClTy OF CHICAGO, UEPARTMENT F NUMAN SERVICES. THL PRINCIPLE WAL UF THIS
PRCJECT 15 TO PRGYVIODE AN ALTERNATIVE TC INCARCERATLLN FLK U0 YLUTh EACH YEAR
BY PLACIAG THEM ON RESTITUTION. THROUGH THE USE GF UJJUP FUNDS AwU CETA FUNGS
YOUTH wILL B& PLACEL I[N SUPPCRIED EMPLLYMENT. THEY WILL THEN bE REJULKED TU%‘
REIMEURSE TFL VICTIMS OF THEIR CRIMES FOR THE REASUNABLE VALVE OF Int LCSS
SUFFEREO. WHERE THERE IS NG CLT CF POCKET LLSS CR PRCPcKTY HA> BEEN KEIURNED
THE ACJUCICATED DEL INGUENT CFFENDER wILL BE RENLIREU TL PERFLEKM A CCHPUNITY

SERVICE.
?

. ,

TOTAL FCR STATE: $923,316 1 .
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CATEGORICAL AWARDS FOR CJJOP RELATING TO RESTETUYILN PRCGRANS PACE 10

NCAN-BLCCK AMARCS FILEs FY 69 = 81 02/24/81
STATES KENTUCKY . *
GRANT NO. AMARD AMCUNT  AWARD CATE BEGIN DATE _ ENU OATE .
78E0ax0119 $411,655 09726718 11701778 ¥ 107307381
FUNDING HISTCRY . FRCJECT HCNITOR STATUS
€ 18 EL- $411,655 SHITHs FRANK 0. ACTIVE
l. "

. GRANTEE NAME AND ADDRESS PRCJECT CIRECTUK
JEFFERSCN COUNTY FISCAL COURT . SANDY #1LSUN
DEPARTMENT CF HUMAN SERVICES
835 WEST JEFFERSCN STREET .

LOUISVILLE, KY 40202 . .

TITLE: JEFFERSCN COUNTY RESTITUTION PROJECT

|
KEPGRT PROCUCEC? N COST CENTERt 0JJOP-SPECIAL ENPHASLS

N, . PROJECT SUNMARY Y

¢ . THE PURPCSE CF THE PROJECT 1S TC CCHMPENSATE VICTINS OF JUVENILE CRIME BY
REQUIR ING CASH PAYNENT CR VOLUNTEER WORK BY THE UFF ENDER 1N LIEQ CF
INCARCERATICN . THE PRCJECT EXPECTS THAT 750 YOUTHS Pck YEAR wILL PARTICIPATE 1A
THE PROJECT AND THE PRLLRAN 15 AVAILASBLE 10 POST-AVDJUCILATEU YOUTH BETwtEN AGES
14-13 CHAKGEC wllH PROPERTY UFFENSES. EMPLUYMENT/SERVICE UPPCRTUNITIES WILL BE
AVAILABLE THRCUGH CETA, THE CCMMUNITY ACTICN AGENCYs METRUPUL ITAN PARKS AND
RECREAT IONs JEFFERSUN CUUNTY wORKS DEPARTHENT AND METKL UNITEC wAY VOLUNTARY
ACTICN CENTER.

13

N ‘ L1 *

TOTAL FOR STATE:

$411,655 1
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e
CATEGCRICAL AWARCS FGR GJJOP RELATING TG RESTITLTIUN PRUGRAMS PAGE 11
NCK=BLCCK AWARCS FlLky £Y 69 - 81 - ©7 0el24/€L
STATE: LCUISIANA ’ .
]
GRANT NO, ANARD AMCUNT  AWARD DATE BEGIN UATE  tNu DATE
16€04X0159 $495,147 €$/3C/ 16 12/01/18 09/15/81 -
FUND ING HI STCRY PRCJECT MCNITOR - STATUS
0 J8 €0 $510, 046 SCHWARTZ, KATHY ACTIVE ¢
0 79 ¢ 310,899 ' .
. 'S 4
GRANTEE NAJE AND ADORESS PRCJECT OFRECTUK
CRLEANS PARYG SK JURENILE CCLRT ADEL LUwt
916 LAFAYETTE STREER
KEW ORLEANS, LA 701033 , ‘ .
N -

®
TITLE: ORLEANS' PARISH JUVENILE CCURT RESTITUTION pROGRAM °

REPCRY PROCUCED? 'N COSY CENTER: O0JJOP-SPECIAL EMPHAST S

- N

PRCJECT SUMM ARY ,
THIS PROJECT wlILL SUPPGRT THE CRLEANS PARISH JUVENILE COURT IN AN EFFORT TO

1Y

DELINGUENT CHILOREN QVER A 24 MONTH PERIGD; TO CECREASE THE MNUMBER ©OF
CCPMITMENTS TO THE LGUISIANA STATE DEPARTMENT CF CORRECTIUNS BY 1 5% OVER A 12

MONTH €ERICD; T¢ PRCVIDE FGR THE SCCIAL, VOCAT ICNAL RERABIL ATATIGN TRAINING AND

ECUCATION GF ACLJUCICATED OEL INCUENT CHILOREN YHROLUGH WCRK EXPERIENCE; TC
PROVIDE RESKITUTICN COMPENSAT ICN TC 140 VICTIMS UF JUVENILE CRIME ANNUALLY IN

NEN ORLEANS:T AND YO pROVIDE The PUBLIC WIYH INFCRMATION LN THE PKGGRAN AIMEC AT

INCREASING P%EI.IC AWARENESS OF AND CONFIDENCE IN THE JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTENMS.

*~ THIS GRANT®1 S MADE UNDER THE SPECIAL EMPHASIS PRGLRAM INITIATIVE; RESTITUTICN
BY JUVENILE CFFENUERS: AN ALTERNAT IVE TO INCARCERATICN™,
¢

TCTAL FOR STATE: $499,147 - 1
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' CATEGDRICAL ANARDS FOR CJJDP RELATIAG JO RESTIIUTION PRCGRANS
NCN-=BLOCK

o °
STATE: HAINE

GRANT NO. AnARD AMCUNT
TEEDAXOL 68 $299,412
FUNDING HISTCRY

0 76 €O $2991412

-
GRANTEE NAME ANC_ ADUPESS
CCURTY GF CUMEBERLAND

1563 MICOLE SIKEET

. SkITh, FRANK O, .

59 .

v

MINARLS FILEs FY 69 ~ 81
(4 .
’
AWARO DATE BEGIN DAIE ENO CalE
09/30/18 10/01/78 du/31/80

PROVJECT MONI1TDR STAlUS

PRCJECT CLIRECTUR
OONMA GiLbtAu

PORTLAND, ME C410! .
4
TITLE: RESTITUTICN ALTERMATIVE

REPORYT PRCTUCED? N

' PRCJIECT SUMMRRY

CCST CENTER:

CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASIS

PalE .12
C2/24/81

ENL-VATE PASSEC

COGAIZANT CF THE NEEOD FCR ALTERNATIVE COMMUNITY MGDELS FOR ThE JUVENILE
CFFENDER» THE PORTLAND PRCGRAM FOR ADOLESCENT RESPUNSIBILITY (Tu BE XNOWN AS
THE CUMBERLAAL CCUNTY JOVENILE KESTITUTICN PROJECLT) hAS UrVELUPED A COUNTY WIGE
RESTITUTIGN PRGJECT BASEO CN THIS RECONCILIATIVE MuOEL CF CURRE(TIUNS. THE

4 PRCJECT SERYES TWG CLIENT SYSTEMS IN THAT BOTH GFFENUERS AND VICTIHS ARt
CONSICERED CLIENIS. THE MAJOR GCALS OF THIS PROJECT ARE: INCREASE THE
DISPOSIT IONAL ALTERNATIVES AVAILABLE TO THE COURT; INCKEASE COMMUNI TY -
INVOLYEMEAT IN AND CONFIUENCE IN THE JUVENILE JUSTILE SYSTEM; ANG INCREASE
OFFENGER SENSE OF RESPONSIBILITY 8Y HOLOING THE YUUIH ACLUUNTABLL
BEHAVIOR THRCLGH PAYMENT CF RESTITUTICN. THE PRCJECT WILL ACCOMPLEISH THESE
GOALS 8Y ADOPTING A STANCE AS MEDIATURS AND BRUKEK> FCK BOTH CLEIENT SYSTEMS &
RGLE CF BROKER MAINTAINS THE UNOEKLYIAG ASSUMPTIUN THAT bUTH CLIENTS MAY HAVE
NEED DF ADDITIONAL RESOURCES MUCH AS SOCIAL SERVICES», LEGAL ASSISTANCEs

COUNSELING s ALTEKAATE LIVING ARRANGEMENTSy CRIME PKEVENTION EDULATION, JOB
OEVELCPMENT. ACTING AS BROKERS» STAFF WILL INTERVENE nITH LTHER SERVICE

PROVIDERS TD SEE THAT CLIENTS KECEIVE THE NEEDED AlD.

et

GRAKT NC. AMARD AMCUNT
80MUAXOD 12 $286»791
FUNDING HISTCRY

¢] 80 JS $284,894
[¢] 80 PG - 31,857
GRAKTEE NANME AND ACDRESS

MAINE DISTRICT COURTY

’ THE RESTITUTICA ALTERNATIVE
.
.
Trw
‘ :
Q )
>

AWARC CATE .BEGIN DATE  END OATE
€9/3C/80 09/01/80 06/31/81
PROJECT MCNITCR sTaTUS
WOLF SON, MARK ACTLVE

I
PROJECT DIRECTGR
THECUUKE T TRDTT s JR

FCk HIS/HER -
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CATEGORICAL AWARDS FUR CJJOP RELATING TO RESIIIUTIUN PRLLRAMS PAGE .
NCN-BLUCK AWARCS FILEs» FY 69 - 81 g2/24/8% LY
p
BUTLER STREET .- e
. SPRINGVALE, ME 04083
I / h
<
TITLE: THE RESTITUTICN ALTERNATIVE .
- - r'd .
REPCRT PRCCLCEC? N COST CENTER: CJJOP<SPECIAL ENPHASIS oy
.
PROJECT SUMMARY N
THIS GRANT WILL-CCNTINUE TG PROVIEE SERVICES TO UFFENDEKS AND VICTINS IN YORK,
CUMBERLAMD ANC ANDROSCGUGIN CCUNTIES IN THE STATE OF MAINE. THESE SITES wiLL
. SERVE AT A MINIMUM 375 YUUTH THROUGH CCMMUNTTY SERVICE Ahu ML ETARY AESTITUTICA
CROERS. YICTIFS CF YGUTH CRIME wIll BE REIMBURSEL FUK THEIR LUSScS SUFFERHD AS
A RESULT OF THE JUVENILE OFFENDERS CKINE.
[ 4 .
TOTAL F@R STATE: . $586,203 ) 2 -
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CATEGORICAL AWARDS

61

FOR CJJOP RELATING TO RESTETUTIUN PKHCGRAMS PACE 14

% NCA—BLOCK AWARCS FILks FY 69 - 8} cr B02/724781

STATE: MARYLANC

' |
GRANT NG. AWARD AMCUNT  AmARD DATE BEGIN DATE  £ND CATE ' |
17J5€3€002 $5,000 c8/18/17 08/16/11 127157711
FUND ING HISTCRY PROJECT MCNITOR STAlUS v
0o 1T Js $5+000 CCNAHUEy TEKRY FEDERAL STORAGE
GRANTEE NAWE AND ADORESS “PROJECT UIReCIUR

.

f

ERIC 5 0-s1——

T

PARYLAND SPA
EXECUTIVE PLA2A CNE» SUITE 302
LOCKEYSYILLE, MD 2103C

JOHN OUCHEZ

‘ 4
JITLE: . KARYLAND JUVENILE JLSTICE TRAINING CCNFERENCE

REPCRT PRCDLCED? -A CLST CENTER: CJJOP-FORMULA GRANT & TA

PRCJECT SURMARY
THE MARYLAND STATE PLANNING AGENCY (THE GRANTEE) wILL SPGNSOR A THREE DAY
TRAINING CONFERENCE FUGR PUBLIC AGENCIES SERVING THE JUVENITE JUSTICE SYSTEM.
THE ICPICS FCF THE CCNFERENCE wiLL INCLUDE BOTH®MANACEMENT ANC PRUGRAMMING
ISSUES XELATIVE TU EFFECTIVE JUVENILE JUSTICE SEKVICES OELIVERY {DIVERSICN,
CASE MANAGEMENT, CONTRACTING, AND RESTITUTIUN). INUDIVIDUAL WGRKSHUPS mILL BE
CONCUCTED BY A SRRIES OF CONSULTANISs WHICH ARE CUNSIDERED TC BE EXPEKTS IN
THEIR RESPECTIVE AREAS. APPROXIMATELY 125 PUBLIC AGENCY PEKSLNNEL (PROSECUTORS,
PUBLIC DEFENDERSy JUVENILE CCURT JUDGESy JUVENILE SckviCt> AUMINISTRATIUN) ARE
EXPECTED JC ATTEND THE CONFERENCE.

¥ o0
GRANT NO. AMARD AMCUNT AWARD CATE BEGIN DATE END di't : :
T9EDA X058 $8631196 €s/30/18 10/01/1s 10/31/81 2]
FUND ING HISTCRY PROJECT MCNITGR STATUS
4} 78 fC $1,012+3517 SHITH» FRANK O. ACTIVE
0 18 ED v 31499161 .

GRANTEE NAME AND Aoc?es
PRINCE GEORGE'S CCunty
4321 HARTWICK ROAD

CCLLEGE PARK, MD 20740

S
GOVERNMENT

PROJECT OIRECTOK

JCHM WRIGHTSUN y

‘

TITLE:

4

COmMUNLTY PRCJ&f& FCR RESTITUTION BY JUVENILE GFFENDERS

’
REPORT PROCUCED? CGST CENTER: CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASIS,

N

(-
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CATEGLRICAL AWARDS FCR CJJDP RELATING TO REST! PRULGRAMS PACE 15
NCN-BLDCX AWAKCS FILL, FY 69 =~ 8] 02/24/81
\ o

PRCJECT SurrikY . ‘
THIS PRCJECT IS BEING FUNDED PLRSUANT 10 THE SPECLIAL EMPHASES INITIAT IVE,
"RESTITUTION BY JUVENILE CAFENCERS: AN ALTERNAT vt Tu INCARLERATIUN.® THsS

PRCJECT mILL SUPPCRT IWL CFFICE CP THE YLUTH CLURDINATULR IN AN Lfﬂm,l Tv 4
PRCVICE AN ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATICN AND TU IMCREADE THE SENSE OF

RESPONSIBILITY AND ACCCUNTABILITY Ch ThE PART CF JUVENILE utFENUERS FLn ThEIR
DELINGUENT BEFAVIUR. THE PROGRAM wiLL SERVE. 660 nEFEnhcU JUVENILE ULFFENOLRS

OURING THE 24 MGNTHS CF THIS GRANT. PARTICIPANTS MAY BE UKULLKEUL BY THE COURTS

TO PAY THE CCST CF RESTITUIIOK FROCM CCMMUNTTY SERVICT LPPLUYHEND SuBsS ICIZED

WITH GRANT FLACS, PRGVIUE A CIRECT SERVICE TG THL VICTIM UR THE CUMMUNITY. THE
PROGRAM WILL Bt ADMINISTEREOBY THE CFFILE OF THE YOUTh CLUKCIAATUR UNCER THE

AUSPICES CF ThE PRINCE GECRGE'S COUNTY GUVERNMENT. InL SUbLUNTRACTURS, THE 4=k

CLUB AND THE EARLY LEARNINGy IAC., WILL PRCYIDE LEAULKSKIP |RAINING, VULCAT IUNAL
TRAINING ANC SUPERVISICN CF RCFEKREC JuvEntles.

P . ) ]
TCTAL FOR STAVE: $8¢£8, 196 2
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CATEGCDRICAL AWARDS FOR (JJOP RELATING TO RESTITUTILN PRLGKANS PACE lb
NCN-BLLCK AWARDS FILEs FY 69 - 81 0c/24/81
STATE: MASSACHUSEITS Y y
Y

GRANT ND. AWARD AMCUNT  AWARD CATE BEGIN UATE  cNu DATE
280FAX0220 $171,342 €9/30/18 10701778 % 11/30/80 .
FUND ING HISTCRY PRCJECT MCNITOR  ° STATUS <
LI $171,842 SKITH, FRANK D. END-DATE PASSEL

GRANTEE NAME AND AQORESS
ASSCCIATICN FCR SUPPLRT OF HUMAN S
FCRTY=Th(l ARNCLD STRELT °
MESTFLELD, MA OlOB85

.

TITLE: YOUTH RESTITUTION PRCGRAM

PRUCJECT CIkteTuk

RV INC ALICt BAKER

. + a
-\~ REPCRT PRCOLCED? N CCST CENTER: CJJDP-SPECLAL tMPHASIS

O

IE

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

RIC

PROJECT SUMMARY

TmE€ GCAL CF THt PROJECT IS TC REDU
USING RESTITLTIGA AS AN ALTGLRNATIV
CFFENSES SLCH AS CAPAGE TC HCMES,
VICLATIDNSe THEFTy CR CThER DFFENS
INCARCERATION.®ThEt PKINME DBJECTIVE
INCARCERATED IN 1976 AND DOUBLE TH
END CF THE FIKST FUNDEL YEAR. SINC
IN COMMUNLITY SERVICE RESTITUTICN 8

-

-

CE THE INCARCERATILN CF ACJUUICATED YQUTH BY
€. TARGET YOUTH xILL 3t THUSE INVULLVED IN
CHR VANDALISM, PUACHINGY MLVING VERICLE

€S WFICH NIGHT NURMALLY LtAU TU

S ARE TO REDUCE BY HALF THe NUMBER UF YOUTH

€ RATE UF RESTITUTION FRUM 48 IN 1976 BY THE
€ JANUARY 1, 19789 Tht APPLIC hAS ASSISTED
Y PLACENG [o6 YLUTH. Thin 1S THE BASIS CF

PROPCSED ACTIVITIES GF THIS PRLGRAM. THE CRUCLAL GAP IS IN FORMALIZEOD LINKATGE
BETWEEN THE CLURTS AND A SPECIFIC CGMMUNITY-BASED AGENCY wHICH RLULC ALLLW A

SHOOTH FLCW FRCM ADJUCICATICN THKOUGH RESTITUTICN. PKOBLEM> UF IMPLEMEATATIOUN
WOULD BE SC SLIGHT THAT LT IS EXPECTED THAT THt SYSIEM miLULU Bt FREE-STANCING

WITHIN TMC YEARS. THIS PROGRAN wIL

L PRCVIDE FOR THE ASHS TL ACT AS THE

COMMUNITY-BASED AGENCY AND BE THE CCNCUIT FOR THE ASSIGAMENT GF ALJUGICATED
YOUTH TUO UVER FCRTY AGENCIES wITH wWHOM THE APPLICANT HAS A wORKING KELATICNSHIP.

.

GRANT NO. AWARD AMCUNT

CATE

AWARD BEGIN UATE  GND DATE
18EDAXOL67 $37¢+925 09/30/18 10/01/78 04/30/81
FUNO ING HISTCRY PRCJECT MCNITGR STATUS
c 18 €0 $370+925 nCLFSCNe MARK ' ACTIVE
~ . ~ - -
. -
GRANTEE NAME AND ADDRESS PRCJECT CIKELTOR

CITY CF LYNN, MASSACHUSETTS
LYNN YOUTH 'SERVICE BUREAU
ONE MARKET STREET

LYNNy MNA Cl9§l

RICHARD BEUINE
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CATEGORICAL AWARDS FOR DJJOP RELATING TO RESTIIUIEUN PRUGRAMS PAGE 17
NON~BLCCK AWARCS FILEs FY 69 - 81 02724781
B

TETLE: ENOIVIDUALLZED RESTEITLTICA PRCGRAM FOR JUVENILE OFFENDERS

’
’
REPCRT PRLCACED? N CCST CENTER: (CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASIES '

a

B

PRCJECT SUMMARY ’ N
THE PROJECT »iLL SUPPCRY THE LYNN YOUTh RESOURCE BuktAL IN AN EFFCRT T3
PROVIDE AN ALTERNATIVE YO INCARCERATION AND TO INCKEASt [HME SENSE LUF

- RESPONSIBILITY AND ACCCUNTABILETY CA THE PARYT OF JUVENILE UFFENUERS FOR.THEIR
DELINQUENT BEFAVIUR: PRGVIDE SOME REDRESS OF SATISFACUIULN Wi TH KEGARD TL Tt
REASONABLE WALUE GF THE DAMAGE GR LGSS SUFFERED BY VICTIMS UF JUVENILE
CFFENDERS; CREATE A GREATER COMMUNETY CUNFLOENCE EN THE JOVENILE JUSTICE
PROCESS: ANC ACHIEVE 4 R.ECUCfICN IN RECIDIVISM OF PARLICIPATENG JUVENILES IN

# LYNN. THE PRCGRAM PLANS Tu SERV% SEVENIY=FIVE YLUIH IN YEAR UNE AND CNE HUNDREC
YOUTH IN YEAR TwD BY PRLOUCINC EVIDUALIZED RESTETULION PLANS WHICH ARE
7 tQUITABLE IG THE OFFENSES AND PRUVI CUNSELEING GPTIGAS AND JGB SKlLLS\. THE

CASES SELECTED FOR RESTETUTION wiILL REPRESENT VARIOUS CATELGRIES UF N
MISOEMEANCRS AND/DR FELCNY OFFEQSES AGAENST PERSDNS. -

. »
‘ .
GRANT ND, AYARD AMCUNT  AWARD DATE BEGIN UDATE -END DATE
18EDAXOLTO0. 309,806 09/30/78 10/Ci/ T8 09/30/81 R
)
FUND ING HESTCRY PRGJECT MCNITOR © STATUS
., D 78 &0 , 33544515 WCLFSCN, MARK ACTIVE
W €0 T8 EC $444705
N -
, GRANTEE NAME AND ADURESS . PRGJECI DIRECIGK
CITY GF NEw EECFURD OONALD GUMEZ
JUVENILE COURT . . *

MUNICIPAL BUILCING
NEw BECFCROs MA

. .

TITRE: JUVENILE RESTITUTICN .

.
-

REPORT PROCUCEL? N COST CENTER: CJJOP-SPECIAL *EMPHASES

° ) —— . N
PROJECT SUHFAﬁV'? *
THE NEw BEGFCRD KESTITUTION PROJECT WILL BE DESIGNED 10 PKUVIDE IHE NEw BEOFORC
JUVENILE COURT wiTH SEXTY RESTITUTICN ALTERNATIVE-SLLT> Al ANY UNE TIME. THIS
WILL BE ACCOMPLISHEC BY THE ESTABLISHFENT CF A MECHANISM whi:REBY THE
PARTICIPANTS IN RESTITUTEGN-TYPE OFFERSES WHICH.KEACHh Trt CLUKT WILL ENGAGE IN
A MEDIATICN MCOEL WHICH wWILL IDENTEFY, THE NEEDSs ASPIRATIUNS» AND GCALS GF
INCIVICUAL RESTITUTICA PRCGRAMS. BY PRUVIDING EFFECTIVE KESIITUIION
ALTERNATIVES THE PROJECT WILL: REDUCE THE NUMBER UF JUVENIL&S COMMITTEC TC DYSi
RECUCE THE RECIUIVISH CF THOSE YOUTHS INVGLVED IN [H: PRULKAM BY PKCVIUING A
COMPREHENS I vE PRUCESS WHICH INCLUDES CCUNSELENGs JUB REAUINESS TRAINIANGs AND
ACTUAL JCB PLACEMERTS, ACHIEVE VICTIM SATISFACTION. Tt PROJECT IS LESIGNED TO

B N Fd
. R
N ]
. N
. ~
.
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.
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ERIC |
- -

"




3

CATEGOR ICAL AXARDS FGR CJJOP RELATING TG RESTLTUIION PRCGRAMS
NCN~-BLOCX AWARCS FILEs FY 69 - 81

ENCOURAGE VIC™M PARTICIPATIGN IN THE PRUCESS,

027241781

IMCREASE THE SENSE OF -

RESPONSIBILITY AND ACCCUNTABILITY LA THE PART OF YOUIhtUL UFFENUERSs ANO
ESTABLISH COMMUNITY CONFIOENCE IN THE JUVENILE JUSTICE PROCESS. THE PRCJECT
wILL CONTAIN A PUBLIC INFCRMATION MEUIA COMPUNENT wHICh wILL BL DESIGNED [0 THE
WORKINGS CF THE PRUJECY IN AN EFFCRT TC INCREASE CUMMUNITY CUNFIOENULE IN THE

JUVENILE JUSTICE PRUCCESS.

»

GRANT NO. ANARD AMCUNT AWARD LATE BEGIN DATE gNU DATE

18JSAX0044 $660+659 Cr/18/18 01/16/1¢ J3/728/81
. . -

FUNDING HISTCRY PRCJECT MCNITOR STATUS

0 78 JS 35104699 nCLF SCNy NARK/ ACTIVE

S 80 JS

$15049C0

. GRANTEE NAPE AND ACORESS
OEPARTMENT OF YOUTH SERVICES
294 WASHINGTON STREET
BUSIChy MA 02114 \

'

TITLE:

2ePORT PrOCUCEC? N .

\—\

PRCJECT SUMMARY.

COST CENTER:

PROJECT LIRECTOR
EVILYN FRIECHAN

PASSACHUSETTS RAILROAC RESTITUTION PROJECT

CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASIS

9
THE MASSACHLSETTS RAILRCAD RESTITUTICAN PRUJECT WillL Bt A Jb“\lﬁ FUNDED PKOGRAM
UNDER THE OFFICE CF JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINGUENCYPKEVENI LCA®S UNSOLICITED

MCDEL PRCGRAP CATEGORY CF FUNLS ANC THE DEPAKTMENT Lk LABUR»

YUOUTH EMPLUYMENT

ACT FUNDS. THE MAJGR CBJECTIVE GF THIS PRUGRAM IS TUL PeCviOt FOR THt SOCIAL AND
VOCATICNAL REBABILITATION ANC TRAINING OF COMMITTED Gk KEEEkRED JUVENILE

CRFENDERS. THIS MILL .BE ACCOMPLISHED BY THE IMPLEMEATATI
VRCTIM RESTITUTIUN PRUCESS IN WwHICH JUVENILE OFFENDERS &
SPPPCRYED PUBLIC SERVICE EMPLCYMENT,
THEY wILL MAKE RESTITUTION TO 1
PRCGRAM xILL EE ACMINISTERED €Y THE DEPARTMENT OF YU

'MPLCYMENY. 1IN ACCITIUN,

UF A STATEWIODE MODEL
L BE PLACED IN

AND TRAINEC SU ThAT YHEY CAN SEEK FUTURE
Ik VICEIMS. ThE -,
tkvICES FHRUUGH ETS

SEVEN REGICNAL GFFICES. A CENTRAL STAFF wILL PRCVIDE CVEXALL PLLICY OIRECTICN
AND FPANAGEMEAY FGR THE RESTITUTION PROCHSS. EACH DYS RELIUN WILL HAVE A
RESTITUTICH CCORDINATCR wHO wWILL MANAGE THE RESTITUTIGN PRUCESS FUR ThEIR
REGIDN UNDER THE OJRECTICN ANC CONTROL OF THE REGIUNAL DIRECTOR. DYS PROJECTS

SERVING 450,
18 MONTH PERIGC OF THIS GRANT.

-

-

LRIC o

. .

16 TC 17 YEAR OLC COMMITTED CR REFERRED JUVENILE UFFENLERS FOR THE

o,

.
PAGE 18,

2
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. +
. .
. ARCATEGCRICAL ANARDS FCR CJJCP RELATING 10 RESTATUTION PRCGRANS PAGE 19
. NGN-BLOCK AWARDS FILEs FY 69 = 81 02/24/81
GRAMT AQ. AWARO AKCULNT  AWARO DATE  BEGIN DATE  ENG CATE
7945AX0014 388,803 © Q3/09/19 03/12/19 06730719
HIND ING HISTCRY : PROJECT MCNITOR STATUS . -
0 19 4s $428.607 WCLESCN, MARK END-UATE PASSEC
b 719 s $341,431 | . . ¢
= R79 y¢ 31,627, :

GRANTEE NAPE AND ADDRESS
DISTRICT CCLRI CF EAST NORFOLK
FIVE WUNDREC CHESTNUT STREET
QUINCY, MA 02169 .

TITLE: JUVENILE RESTITUTICN PROCR

. -

PRCJECT DIKECTUR
TO 8k NAMEC

AN Cre

-

J
.
REPCRT PRCCUCED? N CCST CENTER: CJJDPASPECIAL EMPHASIS

L]

PRCGJECT SULPHARY

THIS PROGRAM ¥ILL INCCRPORATE A JUVENILE RESTITUTIGN PRGURAN AT THE DISTRICT
COURT GF EASY NORFOLKs CUINCY, MASS. AS AN ALTERNATIVE TU CUMMITMENT FGR ALL

JUVENILE CFFENCERS wHERE CAMAGES RESULTING FROM A JLWEAILE'S CHHENSL ARE CF

MEASUKABLE MCANETARY VALUE. THE PRCJECT MILL ALSC UFFER EMPLUYMENT TO TheSE
JUYENILE OFFENCERS BY EXPANDING THE PRESENT EMPLGYNEAT PRUJLCT KNCwh AS THE

EARN-IT PRCGRAM AT THE DISTRICT CGURT CF EAST

PER YEAR wILL BE SERVED.

o o
H ’ g
GRANT NO, AWARO ANCUNT  AWARD DATE BEGIN OATE  END DATE
719JSAXCO03C 36450236 €8/24/19 07/01/79 1¢/ 20/81
LFUNC ING HISTCRY PROJECT MCNITOR STATUS
0 719 Js $241,431 WCLF SCh, KAKK - ACTIVE
S 80 ys $319,015

D 80 JS $15.210

GRANTEE NAPE AND AODRESS
. TRIAL COURT CF MASSACHUSETTS
EAST NORM LK CIVISICH
FIFTY CHRSTNLY STREET
QUINCY /KA 02169 gt\

PRCJECT OIKECTOK
CHRISTINE CLANE

kY N

— . .

[ ) =~
~ TITLE: waJUVENILE RESTITUTION PRUGRAM

REPCRT PRCCLCEO? N " CCST CENTER: LCJJDP-SPECIAL EH'PMASI§

.

ORFULK. APPRUXIMATELY 320 YOUTH

*.



- C 67

CATEGORICAL AWARDS FCR CJJOP RELATING TO RESTITUTIUN PROGKAMS PAGE 20
NCN=BLLCK ARARLS FU EyFY 66 ~ &1 02724/ €1

. PROJECT SUMMARY . .
THES PROGRAM wILL INCCRPORATE A JUVENILE RESTITUTION PRUGRAM AT THE OISTRICY
COURT OF EAST ANURFULKs GUEN Y, MASS. AS AN ALTERNATIVE TU CLFKITMENT CK ALL
JUVENILE CFFENOERS WHERE DAMAGES RESULTING FRUM A JUVENILE'> GHFENSE ARE CF
MEASUKABLE MONETARY VALUE. THE PRCJECT WELL ALSO UFFEK EMPLUYMENT TO THESE
JUVENILE CFFENCEKS BY EXPANDING THE RRESENT EMPLUYMENT PRUJECT KNOWh AS ThE

EARN—LT PRCGRAM AT THE CISIRICT CCURT UF EAST NCKFULK. APPAUXIMAL ELY 320 YLUIH
PER YEAR wILL BE SERVED. »

'

TOTAL FOR STATES $20 247,371 6
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CATEGORICAL AWARDS FUR CJJOP RELATING TO RESTITUTILA PRCGRANS PACE 21
NCN~BLUCK AWARCS FILE, FY 69 — 81 02/24/81
STATE: MICHL(AN
* L
GRANT NO. AWARD AMOUNT  AwARD OATE BEGIN DATE  ENu DATE .
78E0AX0143 $538,439 09/30/78 10/01/76 11730/81
e
FUNE ING HISTCRY PRUJECT MCNITOR STATUS
0 73 v $538,439 aCLFSCN, MAKK ACTlve
GRANTEE NAWE AND AODRESS PRCIECT GIRECTUK
COUNTY OF wAYNE, MICHIGAN wLLIAN nIGUINS

JUVENILE DIVISIGNs PRCBATE CCURT
1025 EAST FOREST
OETRCIT, ¥1 48207

TITLE: | PGSITIVE ACTICN FCR YUUTH
&

REPCRT PROCUCED? N CCST CENTER: CJJOP~SPECIAL EMPHASLS

PROJECT SuMPARY’ .

THE CCUNTY CF wAYNE, MICHIGAN JUVENILE DIVISION PRUBATE COURT wILL BE THE
GRANTEE FCR TrIS RESTITUTION PROJECT. TG ACHIEVE |73y GLAL OF REDUCING JUVENILE
CRIMNE, THE JUYVENILE COURT IN WAYNE CUUNTY WiLL IMPLEMENT A RESTITUTICN PRCJECT
AFT ADJUCICATICA. THE PRCJECT wiILL BE HOUSED In Tht CUURT®S CLAINIC SERVICES
ol ICN, ANC Tht DIRECTOR OF THIS OIVISION wiLL BE THE PRUJECT UIKECTCR. A
RESTITUTICA CCOKCINATCR ANE TWG VICTIM AUVUCATES AND A CLERK wILL AUMiINISTER
THE PRCGJECT ANC THEY WILL BE HCUSED IN The CLINIC SERVICEY DIVISIGN INTAKE
UNIT. THE PRCJECT wiLL IMPLEMENT A RESTITUTION PRUGKAM wilCH wiLL ENABLE
ADJUOICATED JLVENILE CFFENDERS Td MAKE MONETARY RESTLITLTHUN Ck ENGAGE IN
SERVICE TO THE VICTIX CR Tht COMMUNITYe Co.EoToA. PLACENERTS wILL BE USEu, FCR
ELIGIBLE YCUTH, TC ENABLE TME CFFENDER TC EARN KGNEY ANCKPAY KESTITUT ION. WHERE
A YOUTH IS NCT C.E.T.A. ELIGISLE THE YCUTH wiLL 8k PLACEL IN CUMMUNITY SERVICE
OR VICTIM SEPVICE. THE WAYNE CCUNTY JUVENILE COUKT PRUJECTS SERVING 19200
YOUTHS A YEAR FUk THE THREE YEARS CF THIS GRANT. !

TOTAL FOR STATE: $5384439 1 '




ERI
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CATEGCRICAL AWARDS FOR

NON-BLGCK AWARCS FILEs FY 65 - Bl

STATE: MINMESCTA
GRANT NC. ARARD® AMCUNT
78E0AX0:51 $443,716
HINDING HISTCRY
i 18 €O $458+690
‘D 78 EC 3141514

GRANTEE NAME AND ADDRESS
OEPARTFENT CF CCURT SERVICES
JUVENILE PRCBATION DIVISICN
915 FIFTH STREET SCUTH
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55415

LA A

TITLE:  RESTITUTION PRLGRAN

REPCRT PROCUCEC? & cosT

PRCJECT SUMMARY

69 ‘

PAGE 22
02/24/81

CJJOP RELATING TO RESTIRL I IuN PRUGRANMS

AWARD DATE BEGIN DATE  END CATE -
09/30/18 12/C1/786 03/31/81
\
PRCJECT MCNTTOR s1aTUS
SCHWARTZ, KATHY - ACTIVE

-

PRCJECT CIRELICR
DAviIv K STEENYUAN

FOR JUVENILE OFFENDERS

CENTER: CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASIS

THE GRANTEE FCR THIS RESTITUTICA PRCGRAM FCR JUVENILE lOH'ENUtRS witL BE
HENNEP IN COUMIY. THE GAANT wilL BE AOMINISTERED BY FHE HENNEPREN COUATY,

OEPARIMEMT. CE CLURT SE
IMPLEMENT A RESTITUTIGH

INCLUDE MUKETARY AND CCHMUNITY SERVICE RESTITUTIUN LUMPUNENTSe YUUTH hi

(LCESY, JUVERILE PROBATICN SERVICESs THE PRUJECT will
ROCESS FCR ADJUOICATED DEL INGUENT UFFENDERS whiLF will

ARE

ORCERED TC PAKE MCNETARY RESTITUTICN, AND WHO CC NUT HAVE THE MEANDS TLRAKE

PAYMENTS yswill BE PLACEC IN EMPLUYMENT SLOTS WHICH AKE SUPP

¥eb 8Y LJIDP

FUNDS. THE GRANTEE PACJELTS SERVING 550 YOUTH PEK YEAK GR 1100 YOUTH FCLR THE

THC YEAR GRANT PERICO.

L2
‘\k’\
. 4
GRANT NO. ARARO AMCUNT  AWARD DATE BEGIN DATE  ENU DATE ’
190F AX0028 $3204263 02/16/19 °  03/01/1% 0¢/26/81
FUND ING HISFCRY PRCJECT MONITUR sTatus .
o 79 OF $3204263 SCHRARTZ, KATHY - ALTIVE .
~ L}
GRANTEE NAME AND ADORESS PRCJECT OIRECTONR
FOREST LAKE YCUTh SERVICE BUREAU TON OSwALD :
1C68 SOUTH LAKE STREET . .
FOREST LAKEs MN 55C25 E 2
. .
TITLE:  WASHINGTICN CCUNTY JUBENILE RESTITUTICN ALTERNATIVE
L3 N -
/
- L]
* - :
.
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CATEGCRICAL AWARGS FOR CJJOP RELATING TD RESTITUTILN PRLLRAMS PACE 23
NCON-BLGCK ARARCS FILEs FY 69 = 61 ‘ V2/24/81 .

REPCRT PRCOLCEC? N CLST CENTER: CJJOP~SPECIAL EMPHASIS

PRCJECT SUPMAKY
UNCER AGREEMENT W1TH THE WASHINGIUN COUNTY CUURT IHiS PRUJECT wiLL gk
ADMINISTERED BY TWE FCRLST LAKE YLUTH SEKVICE BUREAU. Tniy PKLJELT witi PROVIUE
A RESTITUTION ALTERNAVIVD Ju 40 PERCENT CF IHE YUUIH ALJUDICATED Fir
SHUPLIFTINGy VANULALISM, THEFT, PURSE SNATCHINGy ANU UTHER ACTS UELMEL
APPRUPRIATE FCR THE PRUGRAR BY THE JUVENILE JUUGE. A1 15 PhuJECIEC THAT THE USE
CF THE RESTITULIILAN ALTEKNATIVE Wil RESULT 1N A LU PLRUEND REVLLTIGN 1IN
INCARCEKATIURA. WHEN A PETITICN 1S RECEIVEC CA AN YCUTH, A ReSTITUT IUM
CCCROINATOR WItL €E ASSIUNEU 10 REVIEw Tk CASE Tu UEKTERMINE Ik VILTIM'S LOSS,
NEGLTIATE A RESTITUTION ACRELMENT BeEIwkEN ThE Tht vILTIM ANu THE LFFeNUER.
S withk B8E PRESENTEU TU IHE CUURT AT TIME OF THE CGURT HLARING. TF A'YLLTH
EITHER PLEALS GUILTY CR IS FCUNC GUILTYs THE CULURT FIhid THAD RESTITUTION IS .
APPRCPRIATE, ANC THE YUUTK AGREES TU RESTITUTIUAY THt CLURT mILL ALLPT THE
NEGLTIATED CONTRACT IN 175 CRCEK. PRULJECT STAFF mlbL ThEN REFER THE YLUTH TC
EMPL CYMENT LK CUMMUNITY SERVICE SLATS. Ink GRANT PRCJELES SERVING 473 YLUTh
GVER THE TwL YEARS OF THE GRANT.

. .
~ N

GRANT AC. Auﬁo AMCUNT AWARD CATE BEGIN DAIE tho DATE :
T19ECAXO01S $2430452 €2/23/19 03/01/79 e/ 28/81
. z
N FUNC ING HISTCRY PRCJECT PENITCR STATUS -
G 19 EC 32439453 SC:MAR'L. KATHY AC1lVE
GRANTEE NAME AND AQOKESS PRCJECT Ul KECTUK
RED LAKE TRIEM CCUNCIL -\ GEURLE SPEAKS

PL BOX 1427
BEMICIL, PN 56601

.

"TITLE: JUVENILE RESTITUTICN

. . 1

REPCRT PRCCUWED? N CEST CENTER: (JJOP-SPECIAL EMFRASIS.

-

PRCJECT SLPMAFY

~ THE RED LAKE TRIBAL COUNCIL wILL BE THE GRANTEE FUR Trl5 KESTITUTIUN PRCJECT. A
RESTIIUIILN SIAFF witL BE ESTAGLISHED UNDER THE AUSPICtS uF TrlBab CuuNCIL TO
ACMINISTER THIS GRANT, ADJUCICATED DELINGUENT YCUTH» wHC CUMFIT UFFEASES
AGAINST PROPEHIY ANL PERSUNSe wILL HAVE THEIR CASEs L REENtU BY THt RESTITUTION
PROJECT STAFF., WHERE THE SIAFF CETERMINES THAT RESTITUI IUN IS APPRUPRIATE THEY
wiIlL ACYGCATE Fuk THIS OISPOSITION WITK THE COURT. ir THL JUDGE DETEKMINES THAT .
RBSTITUTICN ES APPRCPAREATE, IT nitk MCLD A SERIES UF FEARINGS wHERE TFHE

SREST ITOTILN AMLUNT ANC TYPE miLt BE NEGOTIATED. AFTER ThIS AEARING THE COURT
whtt OETERMINE AND LRLER THE AMUUNT ANC TY UF RESTITUTIGN. THe KESTITUTION
CRCERED MAY Bt IN THE FCRir OF MUNETARY PAYHMENTS Tu THt VILT4F» MONETAKY .
PAYMENTS TC TRE CGHRUNITY» VICTIN SERVICE Ok COMMUNLTY SLKVICE. YOUTH CROERED
10 MAKE RESTITUTIUMN nILt THEN BE REFERKEC TD BY PRUJECT STARF TG EMPLUYERS, UR
CCMMUNITY SERVICES AGENCIES. THE APRLICANT PROJECIS SLRVINL 350 CLIENTS CLVER

ERIC - X .
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CATEGCRICAL AxARDS FOR CJJDP RELATIAG TC RESTITUTIULN PRLORANS
NON=8LOCK AWARCS FILE, FY 69 - ul -

PACE 24
02424781

THE TG ’YEARS CF THE GRANT,

Id

TCTAL FOR STATE:

e

™.
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CATEGCRICAL AwARED FOR (JJOP RELATING TO RESTITULTIUN PRULGRARS PAGE
NCA-BLCCK AWARCS FILEs FY 69 - 81 02724/

STATE: NEVALS
1

GRANT ANG. AwARD AMLUNT AmARO L[ATE BEGIN UATE END OATE
19€0A 20005 $6861568 12716718 0170541y ua/16/8t

FUNDING HI'STCRY M FRCJECT MENITOR 3TATUS
G 13 €0 $60069 993 CUBGEs OOLGLAS ACTIve

N

GRANTEE NAME MNL ADDRESS . PRCJIECT CLKELTUK
STATE DEPARTFENT CF HUMAN RESCURCES MIChAEL Kall
YOUTH SERVICES AGENLY, RUCK £CC
KINKEAD BUILCINGs 505 EAST KING STREET

iCARSON CITYs AV

TITLE: RESTITUTICN-AN ALTERNATIVE TC INCARCERATION

REPCRT PRCLUCEC? K CCST CENTER: CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASIS

FRCJECT SUMMARY

THE OEPARTMENT GF HUMAN RESCURCESe YOUTH SERVICES AGENCLYs milLL COUKUINATE A
STATEWIOE PRCGRAM TUL IMPLEMENT KESTITLTICN AS AN ALTEKNATiIvE Tu INCARCERATICN
IN EACH CF THE NINE JUOICIAL CISTRICTS: IN NEVAGA, DUKING Tht ThO YEAR PRGOGKAMY
APPKUXIMATELY 310 JUVENILE UFFLNUERS wILL MAKE RESIITULIUN TC Tht vICTINS OF
THEIR CRIMES BY PRULVILING MONETAKY ASSISTANCk UK BY PERFURMING UIRELT SERVICE .
PROJECT ACTIVITIES wILL IACLUCE JCB CCUNSELING ANUL PLALEMENT. SUBSICIZED
EMPLLUYNEAT ANL ULENERAL PRCBATICN COUNSEL ING. THIS PRUJECT mAS SeLELTED FCR
FUNDING FRCM A LARLE NUMBER UF APPLICATICNS wHICH wERE KECEIVED IN CUMPLTITIVE
RESPUNSE TUL THE PROGRAM ANNOUNCEMENT RESTITUTIUNZ AN ALILRNATIVE TO
INCARCERATICA.

GRANT KC. 1 OAWARD AMCUNT ARARD CATE BEGIN DATE ENC CATE
19JNAX001 6 34969113 04/04/17% 04701715 03/31/91

FUND ING HISTCRY PRGJECT MUNITOUR STATUS
0 19 JIn $221.113 8IONOLs LCULS ACTIVE
S 80 JUN $275:CCC

GRANTEE MAFE AND ADORESS PRGJECT CLRECTOUR
NAT CNCL CF JUVENILEs FARILY CT JUDGES LOULS a KChAKDY
PO BCx 8978

RENO. NV 895C7 S

TITLE: JUYENILE CGURT JUDGES TRAINING PROJECT

S

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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CATEGCRICAL AWARCS FOR CJJOP RELATING TO RESTITUIIUN PROGKAMS
%b(h-BLCCK AWARCS FILE, FY 69 - 81

G
¥

REPORT PRCOLCED? N

" PRCJECT SUMMARY
THE GENERJL PURPL

ODEINSTITUTIONALIZED SERVICES FCR DELINCUENT CHILUKEN,

CCST CENTER:

73

CJJOP-N1JJOP

~

PAGE 26
02/24/81

F THIS PRCJECT 1S TU PRLVIDE TRAIANING IC JUVENILE CCULRT
JUDGES AND CYHER CUURT RELATEC PERSCNNEL IN URDEK THAT THEY MAY BE ABLE T¢ MURE
EFFECTIVELY CAKRY UUT THEIR RESPCNSIBILITIES. THE MAJCH gEJtCIIVhS LF THIS
PRCJECT ARE AS FOLLUw: TU PRCVIDE INSTRUCTION whiCH tMPRASILES THE LULNCEPT CF

1L EAPLOURE THE

POSSIBILITY C(F RESIITUTILA AS AN ALTERNATIVE DISPLSITIVAAL KEQUIREMENT FUR THE
YOLTHFUL CFFENDER ANO AS A FULL GR PARTIAL wELIEF TU THE VICTIM; Tu PROVILE
INSTRUCT ICN FCCUSED UM DIVERSIGN ANC LEINSTITUTIUNALIZATIUN UF STATUS UFHEKDER,
PARTICULARLY FRGM FACILITIES IN WhICH LELIAMQUENTS AKE SEKVEL: TU PRULVIUE
INSTRUCTION whICH EMPHASIZES THE PKINCIPLE CF QUE PRLCESS, NLT UNLY IA COULRT
RELATED PRCGRAMS BUT ALSL IN SCHCOL DISCIPLINARY SITUATIUNS ANU SULLIAL AGENCY
DETERMINATILNS AFFECTING CHILOREN ANDYCUTH; AND TUL
UKGES THAT CHILOREN MNCT BE SERVEU IN THE SAME FACIUMIIES AS ADULTS. DURING THE
ONE YEAK GRANT PERIOD CENCENTRATED TRAINING WILL bc PRLVIOED FOUK A TLTAL CF 570
JUNENILE COURT JUDGES AND COULRT RELATEC PERSUNNEL,
JUSTICE SYSTEV PERSUNNEL nlLL BENEFIT FRCH TRAINING PRCGRAMS PHLY IDEU IN
CCGPERATICM wilTh LUCAL, STATEs KEGIUNAL, AND/UR MATSONAL ORUANTZATIONS,
'

s

TOTAL FOR STATE:

»

$1.183,211

o

)

KOV IVE IASTRUCTICN whiCH

IN AUUITICN 504 JUVENILE

e

"y
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CATEGLRICAL AwARDS FOR CJJOP RELATING TU RESTITUTIUN PRLGKANS PACE 27
NCN=BLOCK AWEKLS FILEs FY 65 - 81 02/24781
STATE: MEW FAMPSHIKE :
) .
+ GRANT NC. AWARG AMCUNT  ANAKD CATE BEGIN DATE  ENU VATE
T€0F A X0221 $11Co615 €9/30/18 10701716 09/30/80 .
/.
FUNDING AISTCRY FRCJECT MCNITOR STATUS
0 78 .OF $11Ce61S SPITH, FRANK L. LAD-DATE PASSEC
. SRANTEE NAME AND ADDRESS PRCJECT CIRECTUR
THE FRIEACS FRLGRAM, INCORPURATEL . RICHAKD MAXSEN +

PC BCX 1321
CUNCURC, AF CI301

'll1L€2. RESTHIUTICN PRCGRAM FLR ACJUCICATED JUVENILE CFEENDERS

REPCRT FRCCLCEC? N CCST CENTER: (CJJOP-SPECIAL tMPhASLD

FRCJIECT SUMMAKY

THE FRIENOS PRALOGKAM HAS BEEN CUNDUCTING A RESTITUTICN PRLJLLT FLR YLUTF Tral
ARt MEMBERS CF THE FRIENLS FOR THE PAST YEAR. DUt Tu THE SULCESS OF THIS
SERVICE, THE CONCCRO OISTRICT CUULRT, PRCBATICN CRFICE ANL THE CUNCULRD PULICE
CEPARTMENT FAVE RECUESTEC THAT THE FRIENDS EXPANU 1TSS KRESTATLIIUN CUMPLNENTS TC
ACCUMMCOATE PLST ADJUDICATEJ YLUTH. THE LUNLURD ULISTAICT CUURT HAS AGHEEW TC
EFER APPRCX IPATELY 60 YOUTH PER YEAK TU THE FRIENOS AS A TERM OF THtIk
PRCBATIUN. TFE PRUGRAP HAS OBTAINEL MCRE THAN ENLUGH AGRLEMENTS FRUM BUSINESSES
AND CUMMUNMITY AGENCIES Tu PLACE THE ExXrtCTEU NUMBEX LF RiFERRALS. JUVENILES
REFERRED BY Tht CLCRLLRC CISTRICT CCURT TC SERVE KESTITUTIUN whis ARE INTERESTED
IN wGRKING AT THE FRTENDS PRUGKAM mitt BE CAREFULLY SUFERVISEC ANC LLUNSELED.
THEIR C(BJECTIVE wiILL BE TC HAVE THE YCUTH COMPLEIE A MEANINGFLL RESTIILTICH
PRGJECT THAT wiltL MEET THE CONTRACTUAL REQUIREMENTS WHILE AT THE SAME JIME
PRAYVIOL AN ATHMCSPHERE FUR POSITIVE AND KESPUNSIBLE GRUnT,

TOTAL 'FOR STALE: BARYITE 3T 1
-
I L. 1' - .
- N
. «
¢ 3
- ’
. - » .
Q .
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CflEGGRICAL ANARDS FCR CJJOP RELATING TO RESTITUTIUN PRUGRANMS PACE 28
NCN-BLUCK AnARCS FlLk, FY 69 - 81 C2/24 /81
STATE: NEw JERSEY )
GRANT NO. AWARD AMCUNT ~ AwAKD CATE BEGIN vATE chu DATE
18EDAXOLI6] 3520375 €9/30/18 oL/71571y V¢/ 14781
. . ’
FUNC ING HISTLRY PROJECT MCNITOR STATUS
0 ‘78 EL $5204375 SFPITHy FRANK G END-CATE PASSEC
. . - ¢
'GRANTEE NANE AND AQCRESS PRCJECT CIRECTUK
SUPREME CLURT UF NEw JERSEY - - EDWAKD NIERILRA
. ACMINISTRATIVE CFFICE CF THE CCUkT
IS 39 STATE hOLSE AMNEX

TRENTCA, MNJ CB625

PN
TITLE:  STATE DF NEW JERSEY JUVENILE RESTITUILCA PRLGKAN
’ o - .
REPCRT PROCUCED? N COST CENTER: CJJOP-SPECIAL cMFHASIS
ROJECT SUMMARY .
HE STATE GF NEw JERSEY JUVENILE RESTITUTION PROGKAM IS BEENG IMPLEMENTEU BY
HE STATE SUPREME CGURT IN 19 CGUATIES. THE PRCGRAM will ot ADMINISIERED BY ThE
CHINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF JTHE CCURTS. THE PROJECT AUDRESScS TRE LACK LF
MEANINGFUL DISPCYHTIUNAL ALTERNATIVES 1O INCARCERATIUN HILH RESULT IN YOUTH
BEING MORE ACCOUNTABLAGPOR THEIR BEHAVIOR. IHE GuAlL LF THE PRLJECT 1S TL
INVOLYE 29499 YCUTH PER YEAR, ACES 14 TL I8 IN A STALEmlUt RESTITUTEICAN PRCGRAFV
AND 1€ PRCVIOE PAKTIAL REDRESS TG VICTINS OF JUVENILE CRIME, ENHANCING THE
“IMAGE OF Tht JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM AND REDUCING THe RLMBLR GF_ YOUTHS
COMMATIED TC JUVEAILE IASTITULTICNS BY 20% PER YEAke LF THt <,49% YGUTES T( 8t
SERVECs 232 YCUTF #ILL BE PLACEC IN RESTIFUTION IN LIEbfgskthAﬂctkAlluN AND
29267 DTHER ADJUOICATEC YCUTH mILL PAKTICIPATE EN THt PHUDKAM. AL2Gs 208
RECUCTICN IN THE <ECICIVISH RATE J§ A COMPANION GUAL OF NiE PRUGRAM.
4 .

L4

.

GRANT NO. | AwWARD AMCUNT ARAKC CATE BEGIN DATE thU DATE
T8EDAX0L69 82764168 09/50/18 10/15/78 957 01/l .
. . ¢

FUND ING HISTCRY PRCJECT MCNITOR | s TATUS
0 7 ED $2789 145 SKITHy FRANK C. ACTIVE

! /
GRANTEE' MAME ANO ADDRESS PRCJECT CIKECTLR .
CAMOEN CCUNTY PRUBATICN DEPARTMENT KENNE TH BUSHYEAGER

327 MARKET STREET
CAMCENs NJ 08101

.

TITLE: CAMDEN GEUNTY JUVENILE RESTITLTICN PRUGKAM

.

Q “ ' S :) . !
ERIC - %

\ Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




. CATEGCRICAL AwARDS FCR CJJCP RELATING FC RESTITUTIUN PRCGRAMS PAGE 29
NCN~BLOCK AwARCS FILE, FY 69 « 31 02/24/8}

REPGRT PROCUCED? N CLST CENTER: (JJOP-SPECIAL EMFHASLS

PRCJECT SUNMARY

THE CAMOCEN CCUNTY JUVENILE RESTITUTIUN PRUGKAM wiLL ot ESTABLISHEU WITHIN THE
CANOEN CCUNTY PRUBATILN DEPARTMENT AND uLOUCESTER CLUNTY ANU miLL SERVE THE
N JUVENILE ANC CCMESTIC WELATICNS COURT. ALTHOUGH UNE AIM UF IhE PRUGRAM wlLL BE
THE RESECRATICN TG THE VICTiP: THE PRIMAAY TrRUST will BE TU CORKECT AND
REFACILLTATE THE JUVENILE. UPLN THE FINDING OF DELINGUENLY THRLUGH a4 FLRMAL
FEARINGe Itk JUVENILE CCUKT JUCGE wiLL CONSIDER IHe PUTENTIAL PLACEMENT CF yﬁ
YOUTH IN THE RESTITUTICN PRUGRAM, IF UEEMED APPRUPKIATE A RESTITUTIULN
INVESTIGATICN wiLL Bt LRCEREC. THE JUVENILE ANU UUMESTIC KELATIUNS COLRTS ALSC
SERVES GLLUCESTER CULUNTYs THEREFGRE, A TGTAL CF 332 AUJUUICATEU DELINCUENTS
wILL®BE SERVELs 300 FRUM CAMLEN AND 32 FRUM GLOWESTEK. A 4u% REDUCTICN IN THE
RECICIVISM RATE UF CELINGUENTS PARTICIPATLING IN THE RESTITUTICN PRULKAM |5 A
CUMPAN IGN GOAL .

’
TCTAL FOR ST ATE: $168,523 2
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CATEGORICAL AWARDS FCR CJJOP RELATIAG TU RESTITUTIUN Muuns

ki

2

PAGE 30
NCA-BLOCK AWARCS FILEs FY 6S ~ 81 02/24/¢€1
N STATE: NEw YCRK
-t - * ’
GRANT NO. ANAKD AMCUNT  AWARO DATE BEGIN UATE  END OATE
18E0AX01 62 3211850627 £9/30/78 11723718 107224/ 81
N
FUNC ING MISTCRY PROJECT MONITOR STATUS
» U 78 €O $29289,22¢ SKITH, FRANK C. ALTIVE
- c 18 EL 3103, 658 4

GRANTEE NAME ANO ADCRESS

NE® YORK STATE DIVISICN GF PRCBATICN

SOMER BUILOING
EMPIRE STATE FLAZA
* ALBANY, NY 12223

PRCJIECT OIKELTUK
T0 Bt NAMEC

\

’

TITLE:  NEW YCRK STATE RESTITUTICA PRCGRAM
- - »
"+ . o REPCRT PRGCUCEC? A CCST CENTER: CJJDP-SPECIAL EMPHASI>

PRCJELT SUMMARY

THE "JUVENILE KESTITUTICN PROJECT®™ IS BEING IMPLEMENTEL 8% THE NEW YORK STATE
DIVISION GF PRCBATIUN IK NINE CCUNTIES. THE PARJICIPATIAG CLUNTIES ARE:
SUFFCLKy NASSAUy ALBANY, RENSSELAERy SCHENECTADYr SARATLLAY FULLTUN» H[NleMERYu
ANC WARREN. THE PRUGRAM WILL BE AOMINISTERED 8Y THE AEm YUKK STALE CIVISILN CF
PRCBATION IN THREE SITES: SITE | - SUFFULK COUNTYs S$RE Il - NASSAU COUNTYs ANO
SITE I11- - REGICKAL LRCLP ULPSTATE «CCUNTIES INCLURING ALEBANY, SCHENECTACY»
SARATCGA» REMSSELAER, FULTONs» MONTGOMERY, ANO wAKKEN CLUNILESe THE CLUNTIES
VARY IN NATUKE FRCM RURAL TC METROPCLITAN/SUBURBAN. THE GOAL UF THE PROJELY IS
1O INVCLYE 432 YCUTH PER YEAR, AGES 10 TO 16y IN AN ADJLUILATED RESTITUTICA
PROGRAMY ANC TC THEWEFCRE PRCVIOE PARTIAL CR TUTAL REDRESS TC VICTIMS OF
JUVENILE CRIME, ENFANCING THE IMAGE GF THE JUVEAILE JUSTICE SYSTEM ANL REBUCIAC
THE MUM3ER CF YOUTHS CUMMITIEL TO JWVENILE INSTITUTIONS.

¥ -

— ,

TOTAL FOR STATE: $2+1859627 1

4 - .
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]: MC 79489 0—81—-6

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

e
b




S

18 4 . '
|
- CAIEGUKICAL ANARDS FOR CJJOP RELATING TU RESTITUT ule PRCGKAMS PACE 31
. ACA-BLECK AWARCS FlLky FY 69 = 8} Ge/24/¢1
ilﬂ!: CrIC . ¢
L T » -
GRANT NO. AWAKD AMCUNT AWARD CATE BEGIN VATE ENU DATE -
1BEDAXOLS? $146e542 09730/ 18 11701718 Ji1731/781 .
! FUNDING HIST(RY ~ PRCJECT MCNITOR STATUS
C 78 &D “$149,542 RCLFSUNy MARK tAD-DATE PASSEC

GRANTEE NAPE AMNU ADDRESS

GEAUGA CCUNTY COPMISSICNERS

COLRT HCUSE AMNEX
CHARDCA, CH 44024

TITLE:

~

REPCRT PrLCLCEC? N

* PRCJECT SUMMARY

CCST CENTER:

e

PRCJECT CIRECTUK
GLOURIA 4KkUPE

’

CIIDP~SPECIAL EMFRASIS -

GEAUGA CCUNTY=JUY OFFENDER-ALIEﬁHAllVE 10 lr\(.AkCEl\AllC"‘s -

a

THIS PROJ%FI 1S FUNOED PURSUANT TO THE SPECLAL EMPHASLS INITIATEIVEs RESTITUTION .
BY JUVENILE CHFENDERS: ALTERNATIVE TO INCAKCERATIUN. THIS PRUJELT witL SUPPORT
ThE GEAUGA CCLNTY JUVENILE CCULKT IN AN EFFULHT TC PRUVILE AN ALTERMATIVE TC
ENCARCERATICN ANL TO INCREASE THE SENSE UF RESPUNSIBILITY AND ACCUUNTABEILITY CA
THE PART OF JUVENILE UFFENJERS FOR THEJIR DELENGUENT BEMAVIOR. THIS PRUGKAM miLL

SERVICE 322 ACJUCICATED YCUTH IN A TwQ YEAK PERIW THRLWH DIRECT MCNETARY

[\

PAYMENT THRCLGLK SUPPURTEU COMMUNLITY SERVICE WORK TO TAKLET YULUTH WHU WILL MAKE

RESTITUTICN TC THE VICTIMS OF CRIME.

THE PRUJECT wilb EE IMPLEMENTEL BY A

CCUNTY-%ICE RESTITUTICA PRCCESS IN WHICH JUVENILE UFFENULEKS nILL Bk PLACEL AND

TRAINED I PUBLIC SEKVICE EMPLCYMENT.

GEAUGA CCUMNTY ®CKK PRCGRAM CFFICE.

THIS PROGRAM WILL OE ACMINISTERED BY THE

[ 3
« GRANT NO. ARARD AMCUNT  ANARD CATE BEGIN OATc  END DaTE
790FAX0034 36084250 03/03/7% 03/01/779 02/28/81
FUND ING HISTCRY PRCJECT NCNETOR STATUS &
0 19 OF 3608, 350 SMITHy FRANK Oa ACTIVE
. . L
GRANTEE NJME ANC ADORESS PRCJECT ULKELTUK
CINCINNATL INSTITUTE GF JUSTICE JAY TalbUT ’ ,
222 EAST LENTRAL PARKNWAY . . -
s CEMCINNATL, Ch 45202 I
Y , . . g,. ~
v -
THILE:  FAMILTCN ENTY JYV COUKT RESETUTION WORK THEKAPY PKUGRAM ¥ X
. : \
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CATEGORICAL A#AKDS FUK CJJDP RELATIAG TC RESTITLIION PRUGRAMS . PAGE 32
{_NCA-BLCCK AWARES Flles FY 69 = bl - L 0¢/24/€1

REPCRT PRCCUCEL? A CCST CENTER:T CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASLS

’ -
N -

PRCJECT SUMMARY - .
THIS PRLJECT 1S BEING FUNDED PURSUANT TO THE SPECIAL cMPMASIS INLTIATSVE
wRESTITUTICN BY JUVEMNILE CFFENCERS: AN ALTERNATIvE TU IMAKLEKATICA." TnlS
PRUJECT mILL SUPPLRT Tnk FAMILTON COUNTY JUVENILE CGURT IN AN EFFLRT TL PRCVIDE
AN ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATICA AAD TG INCREASE Tnk SEASE Ln RESPUNSIEILITY ARC
ACCCUNTABILITY CA THE PARE UF JUVENILE UFFENUEKS FUK TnElx UELINGUENT BEHAVIUK.
1S PHCGRAX wILL SERVICE 500 ACJUCICATED YOUTH IN A 2 Viax FERIUL THRLUGK
CIRECT MUNETAKY PAYMENT THROUGH SUPPORTED LUMMUNILY SERvILE wuke 10 TARGET
YCUTH WHC ®ILL MAKE KESTITUTILA TC THE VICTIMS Ch CRIME.THE PRLJIELT wiLL Bk
IPPLEMENTED BY A CUUNTY-WICE RESTITLTICN PRUCESS 1N anitn JuVeNILE LEFENCERS
WILL BE PLACED AND TRAINED 1N PUBLIC SERVICE EMPLUYMENT. Thid PRULRAM wiILL BE
AOMINISTERED BY ThE CINCINNATL INSTITULIE UF JUSTICE.

.

. . v
GRANT NC. " AWARD AMCLNT ARARD DATE BEGIN DATE END CATE
1980420002 $50+640 | 11/09/78 127017718 0¢/72%/80,
e
. ., ,
FUND ING HISTCRY PRCJECT MCNITOR . Slatus
0 19 &0 $50264C SCHWARTZ» KATHY . ENL-DATE PASSELD

s

GRANTEE NAME AND ADDRESS - PRCJECT LIRECTUR
BELMCNT-MARRISCN CUUNTY JUVENILE DISY CHET KALIS

RCUTE ONE MAPECND RCAC - .
CSAINT CLAIRSYILLE s CH 42950

-

FITLE:  JUVEAILE RESTITLTICN/ACRK PROGRAM

N
{

. » . . . >
. GEPCRT PRCCLCED? M CCST CENTER: (JJDPSPECIAL. tMPhASLS
~ « K

PRCJECT SOMMARY
™S PROJECT 1S BEING FUNDED PLRSUART TO THE SPECIAL EMPHASLS INITIATIVE,
wRESTITUTICK BY JUVENILE GFFENCERS: AN ALTERNATIVE 10 INCAKCERATJCN.™ THIS
PROJECT %ILL'SUPPCRT THE BELMCAT-HARKISCN COUNTY JUVENILE DISTRICT IN AN €FFORT
1C. PROVICE AN ALTERNATIVE 10 IMCAKCERATICN AND. TO INCKEASE, ThE SEASE (F
RESPONSIBILIIY AND ACCCUNTABILITY *THE PART CF JUVENILE Sﬁ}tuctks FLR TFHEIR
DELIAQUENT BEFAVIUR. THE PROGRAM WILL SERVE 83 ADJUDICATLD YULTH LA X CAE YEAR
FERJOD THRCUGH PRCYICING RESTITUTICN THROUGH CCMAUMITY SERVICE JOBS ANV
~f}(.at)l&u’is 16 .JRE vICTINS SUBSIDIZED THRCUGH GRANT FUNES.
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CATEGORICAL AwWAROS 'FOk 0JJ0P RELATING TO RESTITUTIUN PRCGRAMS PAGE a3

- NCN-BLCCK ARARES FILEs FY*69 - 31 0/24/81
GRANT NO. ANARD AMCUNT  AWARO CATE BEGIN UATE  ENU DATE :
19EOAX9003 s$212,071 11706/18 12701718 11/ 30/81 .
FUNO ING HISTCRY PRCJECT MCNITOR STATUS
0 79 €0 $212,071 SMITH, FRANK U. . . ACTIVE R .
‘ +
.+ GRANTEE NAME ANC AOCRESS PRCJELT OFRECTUR :
SUMMLT CCUNTY JUVENILE CGURI NICHLAYS DEL GRUSSU
650 UAN STREET . .
. AKRCA, Ch 44310 "
TITLEZ  (FILL RESPONSIBILITY PROJECT .

. H
REPORT PROCUCED? N COSI_‘CENI’ER: CIJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASILS

- - .

PROJECT SUMMARY
‘THIS PROJECT ACCRESSES THE LACK OF MEANINGFUL DISPOSITICNAL ALTERNATIVES IG
- INCARCERATICA wHICH RESULT |N YOUTH BEING HELD MORE ACLCUNTABLE FQR THEIR . *
8ERAVIOR. THE COURT EXPECTS TG SEKVE '3CO YOUTH pEK YEAh, AGES 12-17, via
PLACEMENTS m1TH 31 PUBLIC ANO PRIVAIE AGENCIES. LDAPEN;AH?Q FOR wOKkK PERFORMEQD
WILlL BE AT THE RATE OF $2.65 PER HOUR, WITH THE KESTIT, AMUUNT NCT TU
EXCEEC ACTUAL LESS OR $600.
-~ ~ * LI

f -

GRANT NO. ARARO AMCUNT  AWARQ CATE BEGIN OATE  END OATE
T9EDAX0004 $247,501 11/05/18 . 127078 11/30/81 .
FUNO ING K1SIGRY PRCJECT MCNITOR . STAIUS . .
0 79, O 3247,501 SMITH, FRANK O. ACTIVE *
GRANTEE NAME ANC AOCRESS PRCJECT QIRECTUR s
LUCAS COUNTY JUVENILE CCURT OON PUMPA ,

. 429 MICHIGAN STREET -

. TCLEOGs CH 43624 .

¢

TITLE: LUCAS COUNTY JUVENILE COURT RESTITUTIGN PROGRAM
.

- REPCRT PROCUCEO? N COST CENTER: CJSIOP-SPECIAL EMPHASIS .

«

PRCJECT SUMMARY .

THE PUKPGSE OF THIS PROJECT IS TO INVOLVE 1,000 YGUIH AGES 14 AND-GVER IN THE

JUVENILE COURT RESTITUTICh PRCGRAM, THEREBY ENMANCING Tht COMMUNITY IMAGE OF

THE CGURT, PROVICING KEORESS JC VICTINS CF JUVENILE CKIFE ANC INUREASINGOTRE
. ACCOUNTABILITY 8Y YOUTH FCR TREIR PEMAYIOR. RESTITUTION WiLL BE WADE V1A S

OIRECT MCNETARY PAYMENT; INOIRECT MGNETARY PAYMENT TakLUGH PERFLRKANCE GF WORK

{ '.‘ ' .
’1 ‘ ‘- Q,l ; A » ) * ) -
ERIC . oo
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CATEGGRICAL AmARCS FO

NON-BLO

PAGE 34
02/2¢/81

CJJCP RELATING 10 RESTITUTIUN PRGGRAMS
AWARCS FlILty FY 69 - M1

. &
FOR THE VICTIM ANOW CCMMUNITY SERVICE JOBS. THE PRCJECT OESEIGN ALSC INCLUCES A
PUBLIC AWARENESS/ECUCATICN CUMPONENT AND A CLIENI TRACKING >YSTEM. -

-
>

.
»

GRANT NO. AW ARD AKCUN; ARARD CATE BEGIN DATE ENO DATL .
19J5Ax0008 $239,400 02/23/19 03701779 0:/‘8/() Ky
FUND ING HISTCRY PRCJIECT MCNITOR STATUS

U] 19 JS . $239940C8 WCLFSCNy MARK . ACIIVE

GRANTEE NAME AND AODRESS PRCJELT DIRECTLR
WILLIAM SHANNUN
ADANS CCUNTY CCURTHCULSE

REST UNICNy CF 45693
’

« ADAPS-BREwN CCURTY JUVENILE

TUTLE: LFFENDER RESTITUVILA PRCJECT

-

'
e

-

REPCRT PRCCUCED? N CCST CENTEF: CJJOP=SPECIAL EMPFASIS

3

FRCJECT SUMMIRY .-

THE GRANTEE FCR THIS PROJECT IS ThE ADAMS CCUNTY BUAKD CF CLPMISS ICNERS ThEY
wILL ADMJINISTER, THE GRANT FOR 20TH COUATIES. THE PRUJECTs WHICH WILL BE
INPLEMENTED IN BCTH CGUNTIESs HAS AS ITS PRIMARY GOAL Tht E>TABLISHMEAT CF AN
EFFECTIVE KESTTTUTICN PROGRAM.AS AN ADDITIONAL ALTERNATIVE TL TRACITIONAL
INCARCERATICA FOR AGJUCICATED OELINGUENY UFFENDERS. ThIS WUAL WILL BE
ACCCHMPLISHEC BY PLACING CCURT REFERRED ADJUDICATED YGUTH UN RESTITUTICA.
RESTITUTICN MAY TAKE FCRM CF EITHER WIRECT MUNETARY PAYMENTSs OIKECT SEKVICE 10
THE VICTINy CCMMUNITY SERVICE GR A GONBINATIGN CF IMESE. THE APPLICANT PRCJECTS
SERVING §6 ACJUDICATED OELINCUENT YCUTh WHG WOULD HAVE LTHEKWISE BEEN
INCAKCERATED. . !

-

GRANT NO. AwARD AMCUNT  AWARD OATE BEGIN DAVE  END CATE

80J5AX0008 348,407 03710730 03/C1/80 02/ 26781
L ] - N ’

FUNOING HISTCRY PROJECT,MCN ITOR M STATUS

80 JS 4 3489407 SCHWARTZ, JKATHY ACTIVE

GRANTEE NAFE AND AOORESS PRCJECT CIRECTUK

BELMCNT HARKISON JUVENILE OISTRICT CHET KALIS
SARGLS JUVENILE CENTER 4
.
v ” - -~ L]
.’ P - .
°
. .
. . ¢~
XY
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£STLIUT LUN PRUGRANS PACE 2%

CATEGOKICAL AwARCS FOR Cyy0P RELATING TG R
02724781

NUN-BLUCK AWARDS FILE, FY 69 - 4]

REPCRT PROCUCED? A CUST CENTEKT CJJDP-SPECIAL EMPRASE S

@

PRCJECT SUMMARY °
HIS PROJECT IS A CCNTINUATICN OF THE BELMONT-HAKR 1SUN CUUNTY JuveNnILE DISIRICT
JUVENILE RESTITUTICN/nORK PRUGRAM. THIS PRCJECT wAS THE UNLY RUKAL PRUGRAN
FUNDEL UNCER ThE PRCGRAM ANNCUNCEMENT *RESTITUTION 8 Y JUVEMILE UFFENDEKS: AN
ALTERNMATIVE 1C INCAKCERATILN®, THE GLALS CF THE PRUJEC ) AKE [L INYULVE 45
CHILOREN DURIAG 115 SECOND YEAR CF CPEKATION ANG Ju CUNTINUE Tu PRUVIUE REDRESS
1C TrE vICT1¥S OF JUVENILE CHIME TC EAMANCE THE CUMMUANLTY IMAGE UF ThE JUVENILE
COURT ANC 1O INCREASE FHE ACCOUNIABILITY CF yUulms FUK THELK BEHAVIOR THRCUGH
RESTITULIICN via Jug PI.ACE’.E[‘). °
T .
" '

TOTAL FOM STAlE: ' $2,155,911 s

ERIC
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. CATEGORICAL AWARDS FOR CJJCP RELATING TO RESTITUTIUN PROGRANS ' PAGE 36
“ . NCN-BLUCK AWARCS SlLGs FY 69 - 81 02/24/8)
ZSTATE: CKLAHCHA . =
. .
. GRANT nO. ARARD AMCLMI  AWARD CATE,,  BEGIN DATE  ENO CAFE
19 J5AX0009 $340,3%8 02723419 03/01/19 02/ 2873\
-
1 FUNC ING +1STCRY PROJECT MCHFIOR STATUS
- u 19 IS $340,398 SCHWARTZ, KATHY ACTIVE
GRANTEE MAPE AND ADCRESS PROJECT UIKECTUK
. JUVENILE BUKEAU O#51 CT GF OKLAHGrA CAITY ANNE ASPLUNC b
321 PARK AVEAUE, WOCM 2[4 ° o - ;
TKLAHOMA CLTY, CX 131C2 . . 7
d ' » " LY
. . .
TATLE:™  CKUAFOMA CCUNTY JUVENILE BURESY RESTITUTION PRGGRAM.
. REPCRT PRCCUCED? R CCST.CENTER: CJJOP-SPECIAL ENPHASIS
PRCJECT SYMMARY :
THE PRCJECT 1S BEING FUNDED PURSANT TC ThE SPECIAL EMPRASLS INITIATIVE,
WRESTLIUT 10N BY *JUYENILE FFENDERS: ALTERNATIVE 10 IACARCERATION.® EHIS PRGJECT
» hxg SUPPORT THE CKLAKOIMA CQUATYs [N AK EFECKT Tu PRUVIOE AN ALTERNATIVE IC
. INCARCERATION ANO TU INCREASE THE SENSE OF RESPCASlolLITY ACCLUNTABILITY CA
INE PARI CF JUVENILE CFEENGERS FUR THEJR OELINUUENT BEMAVIUR, THIS PRUCKAK miLL
SERVICE 1,800 AUJUOICATEC JUVENILE YCUTH IN A 2 YEAK PERIUL TRROUGK CIRECT
NCNETARY PAYNENT, AND THRUUGH SUPPLRTED COMMUNITY SERVILE wLRKML TARGET YCUTH
BHG wILL MAKE RESTITUFICN 10 Twé VICTINS OF CRIPE, THE PRUJECT wiLL bE
IMPLEMENTEE &Y A CUUNTYRIOE RESTITUTICA PRUCESS IN whlCh JUVEAILE CFILNDERS .
WILL BE PLACEC ANG TRAINEC IN PUBLIC SERVICE EMPLOYMENT. THIS PRUGRAM wILL BE
ADKINI?HED BY- THE JUVENILE BUREAU UF THE UISTRILT LUUKT Ub CKUAMLEA CLUNTY.
.- ety
% . ' .
* : . : . N
TOTAL FOR STATE: . $340,398 I .
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e , “h '
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CALEGGRICAL AWARCS FCR u.Tl-V\n;nnmc TO RESIITULIUN PRCGRAMS  PAGE 37
R NCH-BLOCK AMWARRS F Lk, EY 09 -.614 02/24/81
STATE: CREGCA ‘ !

\
ANAKO APCUNT,  AwARD DATE

GRANT NO. BEGIN VATE  tNL CATE
UIN1990005 3481, 714 S to/20/16 t0/20/ 1o r2/21/18

N ! . :

FUNC ING +1STCRY PRCJECT MUNITLR STATUS

c 17 Ml $472,697 SWAIN, PAFELA LhALT avalL aub
0 IR Y] $24,523

I Y

GRANTEE MANE AND ADCRES'S PROJELT LIKeuTLx
INSTITUTE GF PLLICY ANALYSIS PETEK K SLhAETUER = .
11 mIGH STREET, SUITE 222

EUGENE, CR 97402

. .
; . . 1

TITLE:  JUVENILE RESTIILTICA

.

REPCRT PRUDWLED? ¥ CCST CENTER:  CJJDP-NIIJOP

- PRCJECT Summany -

~ » THE PURPCSE C+ THIS PRCJECT LS TC EVALUATE THE Rest iyt IUN PRCJIECTS FUNDEC BY

ThE OFFICE OF.JUVENILE JuSTICE
INCLUDE PRCCESS AND [#FACT CL»
CF WHAT TYPES OF‘PKUGKAMS AKE

'ANO DE LINGUENGY PKEVENF IUN.
PCNENTS ANG wILL FELUS LN TnE

EFFECTIVE FUR wHAT UFFENGERS A

THE eYALUATIULA wiLL
RESEARCh GQUESTILN
AC UNCER whaAT

CONDITIUNS. THE UESIGM PRCVIDES FLR WITHIN AND ALKULSS SLIE CLMPAKISUNS IN FCUR
P AREASS RECIDIvISH REOLCTICN, vICTIN INPACT, COMMUNITY IMPACT,y AND PROGRAN
PRCCESS., ) .
» .«
. A -
. : ' - s
GRANT &Ko, . ﬂ'“o AMCUNT ARARD CaTt BEGIN waAlE tNO DATE
19484 20009 113352, 645 Ct/2s/19 /24719 "1373c/80 "
'TUKD ING HISTCRY PRCJECT RCMNITCR S1ATus )
0 . 19 A $702,8481 SwAIN, PAFELA END~OATE PASSED
S 80 845,55 ©

t
GRANTEE NAME ‘ANC ACORESS
e INSTITUTE €F PCLICY ANALYSIS
717 HIGH SIREET, ACCM 222 }
EUGENEs OR 57401

N

PRCJECT olntgfuk
PETEK K SCHAEIDRR

TITLE: "’l(hll EVALUATICN CF JUVENILE RESTITUTION PrGIECTS
. - .

. REPCRF PRCCUCED? Y LCST CENTER:  CUIDP-NIJILP
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CATEGCRICAL AwAKGS FCR CJJOP RELATING TO RESTLIULTIUN LPRCGRAMS PACE 38
NCA-BLCCK AWARLS FILE, FY 69 - 81 0i/24/¢€8

PRCJECT SUMMARY

' THIS PRUJELT) TU BE SUPPURIED BY JUVENILE JUSTICE CIN) FUNDS . wilt INVCOLYVE THE

SECIND PHASE CF A NATICNAL EVARUATICN LF TRE UJJP JUVENILL RESTITUTION

INITIATEVE, ThE PAJLR CoJECTIVES CF TMIS EVALUATIUN AKL: TU CEVELLP INFCRMATICN

- UN THE TYPES CF RESILTUTICN PRUGRAMS THAT Akt MGST LIAelY Ju: KLulLt JUVENTLE
RECIOIVISM; INCREASE VICTIM SATISFACTICN AND/UR () HAVE 1HE GREATEST [MPALT N

N PEFBERS CF Th& CUMMUNITY, IN TERMS OF THEIR VIEWS UF UPERATICNS UF IHE JUVENILE
JUSTICE SYSTEM, TO DEVELCP INFCRMATION ON THE CCMPARAI Ive CUST=EFFELT IVENESS OF
CIFFERENT TYPES UF RESTITUTICN PRCGKAMS FUR ACMIEVING cALH OF THEvABUVE -
ALTEKNAT IVE GLALS; ANG YL CEVELOP LESCRIPTIVE ANL ANALTIILAL [INFURMATIUN CN
TPPLEMENTATICN PRUCESSES AND PRUBLEMS, ANU LN ChANuES 1A PALGKAM CPERATING

¢ PROCEOLRES DLKING THE FIRST YEAR CF CPERAILUN. Tht NAT IUNAL EVALUATIUN HAS

DEVELLPED AN lglllﬂu OESIGN INCLUDING PRUCESS AND [MPACI LLNPNM). it B8t

IT#PLEXENTED AT, VEN OF THE FCRIY-FCUK PROJECTS. ’

-

TOTAL FCR srLe: ‘ $1,000,61% 2
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«

CATEGCRICAL AWAKTS FOR ULJJCP RELAT

ING TG ReSTLTLIIUN PRCGRAMS

NCA-8LCCK #%ARCS FILEs FY 69 = bl

u .

STATE:

-

SCLTF CARCLINS
GRANT NO. ARARD AMCUNT AWARD CaTt BEGIN DATE LNV UATE
1B0FAX0219 UOG.\ZJS €9/3¢/18 18701710 Ji731481
FUND ING RISTCRY FRCIECT MONITCR STATUS
€ s CF 42084235 SCARAKTZ o KATHY, ACTIVE

GRANTEE NIME ANC ACCRESS

TRIVEAT UNTTEC WAV

VOLUNTARY ,ACT ICN CENTER

FL.BCX 2696

CHARLESTCA, SC 25403 '
(

THILE: JUYEAILE RESTITUTICN PRCGRANM

REPCRT FRCLUCEC? N CLST CENTER:

«
.
»

FRCJECT SUMMARY -
THE PURPLSE CF THIS PRGJECT
JUVENILE CFFENCERS IN LIEU OF INCARCERAI
FRCGPAM, THE FRCJECT

THE PRGJIECT
COMMETIEL PRC
YULUNTARY ACTICN
AGENCIES RANGING FRUM ThE CHAKLESTICN PUL
CHILDREN?S MCPE.

L 4 .

10TAL FOR STATE: R
. -

o B : ,
. L 4
‘
hy :
. ‘ —
. . *
) q
« . ‘ .
Q ) 'n
ERIC J)
. :

PRCJECT DIwELTLR ~
MERELITH hubbUKD

«t

CJJUP~-SPECIAL EMPhASIES

TON THRCUGH A LCMMUNLTY SERVILE

ICE OEPARTMENT 1U ThE UAK®GRLYVE

.
.

32084235 [}

v -

PACE 39
02/24/81

Is 1T PRCVIDE Fuk KESTILUTIUN BY AUJUUILATED

EXPECES 150 YOUTH PER Yeah ®ILL PARTICIPATL 1A
NG IS AVAILABLE TC YLUTH BETWEEN Thk AucS C(F 19 AND LT ary havE

v QFFLEANSES. COUMMUNITY SERVICE Jub> wild de COUKUINATED BY THE
NTER SUPPLIED BY-PRIVAIE ANC PUBLIC CUMMUNITY SExvICE
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.. CATEGCRICAL AWAKGS FOR CJJCP RELATING Tu RESTLIUIILN PRCGRAMS PACE  4u
RUA-BLLCK AWARCS FlLte FY 69 - i 02/24/81
STATE: TEXAS ¢ o ’
GRANI MU ANARD AMCUNT ANARD (ATE BEGIN LATEL ke OATE
18J5AX0090 $309,3C2 €9/3C/ L8 11701718 10/ 31751
' s
)
- FOND ING HISTCky FRCIECT PONITCR STATUS )
c 18 us | $432,09¢ SEHNAKTL, KATHY ALTIVE
- 0 Ta J4% $122,1%4 P
v - .
SN GRANTEE NANE™JND ACORESS . PRCJELT LIRELTLK ’
YOULTH=GAP, INCYRPCRATED LAGCANA MU CLNMELL
. 214 CIIY CCUNIY- BUILDING ' %

EL PASGe 1Xx 19901
T1ILE: YCLIN-GAP, INC VICTIF RESTITLTICN PROGRAM

* °

REPCRT PRCCLLEC? N CCST CENTER: (JJOP-SPECIAL tMPMASES '

N

PRCJECT SUMMAKY -

IMIS PROJECT 15 BEING -FUNDED PUKSUANT 10 Trt SPECIAL EMPHAS IS INITIATIVE.
“RESTITUTICN oY JUVENILE CFFENDERS: ALTERNATIVE T, INCARCERATIUN.™ TMIS PROJECT

wiLL SUPPCRT IHME YCUTF GAPs IAC. JIN AN EFFLKT TG PRUYILC AN ALTEKNATIVE TC
INCARCERAVICN AND IC INCREASE TME SENSE G RtSPINstoil LIY ANC ALLoUMAuILIYY\ (4.3

THE PART GF JUVENILE LFFENLERS FUR IMEIR DELINQUENT BEMAVIUA. THI > PRCORAF RILL

SERVE 300 ACJLCICATICD YLLIN LN A & YEAL PERICD THRUULM CIKECT MUNGTARY PAYMENT .
THRCUGH SUPPCATEL CUMMUNITY SERVICE wUKK TU FTARGEI YLULTIM wHU wiILL MAKE

RESIITOUTICN IC IME VICTIANS OF CrIwb. TEE PRGJECT wiLL BE IMPLeMeNTEDL L

COUNTY-WICE RESTITUTIUN PRUCESS IN wHILHM JUYENILE LFFENGERS »ILL BE PLACEL ANC
TIRAINED IN PULBLIC SERVICE EMPLCYMEAT. IMIS PRUGLRAM niLl Bt AUMINISTERED BY TME »
YOUTh-GAP. IAC, « .

10TAL FOR STATE: $2€9,302 - 1

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: ' .
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CATEGCRICM, "AnARES FUR CJJLP RELATING Tu ReSLEIUTIUN PRLUKAMS PAGE 4l

NCA-BLOCK AWARES FILE,\FY 69 - 81 0cl 24/ 81
STATE:  VIRGIMA -
GRANT NO. ANARD AN(bH\ ARARD CATE BEGIN VAL thu LATE
19J5AX0006 $300.1785% Celels1s C3/C11 1y MY RITEYY v
FUND ING HISTCRY PRULJECT MUNITLR STATUS -
4] s J$ $300+ 785 SMlir, FRANK C. ACTIvE
GRANFEE NIRE ANL AELRESS PRUJLCT birtCTux
CLIY OF AewPCRT NEwd HAKRY S KILLING
CLUNT SERVICES
23C TWENVY-F IF 10 >THEET .l
NEWPUKT NEWS, VA 23607 N )

1

TITLE: RESTITUTLION BY JLY LFFENUERS: ALTERNATIVE FL IALAKLERARION

REPCRY PRCOLCED? N ' €651 CENTER: (JJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASES

.

PRCJECT SUMMARY . R .o

lﬂs LPROJECT IS BEING FUNDED PURSUAAT TGVIHE SPELIAL EMPHASIS INITIATIVE
SRESTITUTIUN BY JUVENILE LFFENUERS: AN ALTERNATIVE 1L INCAKCERATIGN.™ THIS
PROJECT WILL SUPPCRT TrE CITY CF NEWPCRT NEwS JUVLNILE CUURT SERVICES IN AN,
EFFGAT TU PROVILE AN ALTERNATIVE TG INCARCDRATICH ANG FL INCREASE Tht SENSE OF
RESPGNSISTLITY UM THE PART CF JUVENILE UFFENDERS Fur Thklk UELINQUENT BEHAVIGR.
THIS PRUGHNAM wlll skmvt 525 AGJUDICAIED YOUTHS In A Iwb YEAR PERICL. Tht
JUVENILE UFFENDERS MAY BE ORDEREC TC PERFORM QLAELL SEnVICES LU THE VILTINS,
PERFCRM UNPAIC COMMUNITY SERVICES, CR PERFARM 'PAID‘E}HK\:MIV SERVICE> nllh
CONTRACT WAGES PAID BY FHES GRANT, ANL RESTITUTRLN Tu Inc VICTIAS PALL FKUM THE
WAGES. THE PRCGKAM wiil BE AUPINISTEREC BY THE JUVENILE LULKI SERVILE JINDER THE

® AUSPICES GF TRE CITY CF NEWPORT NEWS CCURT SERVICES. : ¢
“ - N
TCTAL -FOR STATEL ’ $360,785 ¢ 1
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‘ CATEGORICAL AWARDS FCR CJJOP RELATING TU RESTITUTIUN PRUGRANS  PAGE 42
NCA-BLOCK AWARCS FILE, FY 65 ~ dl 02724781
. STATE: WASMINGTIGN
s .
~ GRANT ND. AwAKD AMCUNT  ARAKD DATE BEGIA UATE  ENU CALE
185420086 $3,0350202  09/25/18 09725718 . 09720740
FUNDING K 1STCRY PROJECT MCNITUR S1ATUS
0 T8 UL 33,835,282 PCRPLTAGE s FRANK EAD-DATE PASSED
GRANTEE MNaPE ANC ADCR!S_S FrGaLCT LIKECTUR
LAw ANU JUSTICE PLANKING GFFICE 10 Bt NAMEL -
206 GENERAL ACMINISTRATIGN BUILGING .
CLYMPLA, wA §E504 ) .
. ] . . - ]
s VITLEZ,  IPPLEMENTATICN OF THE JUVENILE CCDE (HB-371) . .

1

REPCRT PRCCLCEG? A CCST CENTER: CJJOP-FCRMULA GKANI & 1A

. L -
N

' " PRCJECT SUMMARY
. THE PURPLSE C# THIS PRCJECT IS TC IFPPLEMENT THE STATUS OFFENCER AND KEST ITUTICA

i PCHTILNS UF THE RECENTLY REVISED JUVENILL CODE IN wASHINGTUN. JHE CLOL PRCVIDES ¢
FOR THE GEINSTITUTICNALIZATICN CF STATLS GEFENGERSG LCIVERSION OF MANY YOUTHEUL
WVFCILE UFFENUER> THRUUGH KESTITUTIUN; AND DE §ERMINATE SENTENCING FLR SERILUS
ENILE LFFENDLKS. THE PRCJECT wiILL Bt INPLEMENILU BY A VARIETY UF SIAIE.
e LOCAL_AND ‘PRIVATE NGT-FLR-PRCFIT AGENCIES..  _._ _ —_ -
A :
. , . |
. . '
GRANT ND. ANARD AMDUNT  AWAKO CBATE BEGIN BATE  END CATE | ’ °
. 18J5AX00L03 30 69730716 117017178 107317719
.. FUNDING HISTCRYY PROJECT MCNITOR STATUS
o 18 JS $467,024 KEMBLEs KAY CANCELLED
c 78 JS $467+024 .
GRANTEE NAXE ARD ADORESS d PRCJECT ULKECTUK
WASHINGTCN OFFT CF SOCIAL+ HEALTH SERV 10 Bx NAMEL
. 08-42-J
CLYMPIA, WA 78504 . .
. .
TITLE:  ALTERNATIVES TG INCARCERATIGA . 7
X . . .
REPORT PRCOLCED? N COST CEANTER:  (JJOP-SPECIAL EMFHASIA :
PRGJECT SUMMARY > N (
. . v
‘ ~
N t
//’ "
,/ ‘ . v - »
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CATECLRILAL AMARDS FCR CJJOP RELATING TGO RESTLTLTIUN PKLLRANS PACE 7 43
NON-BLOCK ANARCS FILEs FY 69 - ol Ocf2%48)

THE TLTLE CF Tk PRLJIECT IS “ALTERNATIVES TO INCAKCERATIUN® arlln alLL BE
IMPLEMENTED BY THE BUREAU OF JUVENILE REMABILITATIUN DF Int mAsHINOTLN STATE
UEPARTMENT OF SUCIAL ANC HEALTH SERVICES (USHS)e THE Pridel T Aburtosld Th: LACK
GF MEANIAGFUL DUSPLSITILNAL ALTERNATIVES TO INCAKCERATILN whilH xESULT IN YLUTh
BEINC WELD MURE ACCGUNTABL: FOR THEIK BEMAVIOR. THL GLAL ub Tnt PRUJLCT IS TU
ESTABLISE MOGEL ReSTITUTICA PRCGRAMS WHICH will kEUULt ReCBUBVISH Al
INCARCERATIUN UF JUVENILE UFFENDERS TN 51X COUNTIES IN THE >TA1c LF wASHIALTUN.
THE PRCJECT EXPECES TC SLRVE 2,200 YLUTHS OURING IHE #1kol PRuJLL YEAR THKLUGH
FINANC IAL REPARATICANY CLMPUNLTY SERVICE OK A COPBENATILN GF SHE SAME. TFE
JUVENILE CCURTS wiLL IMPUSE RESTITUTIUN PURSUANT Tu ML aAdMIAGTUN JUVENLLE
JUSTICE ALT CF 1§77,

- . -

‘.
GRANT NU. AnAKD AMCUNT ANARD OATE BEGIN OATE, Lhu Cart
T9EDAX00Q0S 3261.+2060 11720/ 10 127Cl71a 117307480

FUND ING MISTLRY PRCJIECT MLNITUR Staled

o 719 €0 32684260 CLOVE s DLLLLAS ENL-DATE PASSES
. .

GRANTEE Mart ANO LOCRESS PRCJELT UIKECTOUR

SNDHDM ISH CCUATY JUAE LLUYUL

CCUNTY AQMINISTRATICN BUILCINC

EVEKETT, BA Se201

TITLE:  YCULTK RESTITUTICNAL® SERVICES PRCJIECT

.

REPCRT PRCLUCEC? N COST CENTER: (JJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASLS °

PRCJECT SUMMARY )

THE PURPCSE CF ThIS PRLJECT 1S TC COMPENSATE VICTIMS OF JUVENILL CRIML BY
REGVUIR ING CASH PAYMENT Cx COMMUNITY SERVICE BY Tt UFFENUER IN LIEU CF
" INCARCERATICA, THE PRCIECTS EXPECTS TL INVOLVE 250~3CC YUUTH PEK YEAP IN
RESTITUTICN AND IS AVAILABLE TC PLSY-ACJUDICATEL YUUTH Autd 12 THRUUGA 15,
CHARGED WITH PRGPERTY ARD PLRSUNAL OFFENSES. EMPLUYMENT mILL ¥t PRUVILEU
THRGUGH CCLNTY AND MUNICIPAE PARKS ANL CCMMUNITY UEVELLPMENT AYEHRCIES AS RELL
AS THE EVERKEYT MGUSING AUTHURLITYs CAMP FIRE GIRLS, AND THE SHtRwUubD LEARNING
CENTER., .

s .

;—

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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CATEGCRICAL A-‘ﬁqs FOR CJJDP RELATING TU RESTITUTIULN PRLLRANS PACE 44
NCA=BLOCK AWARCS FILCy FY 66 ~ 4l 02/24/81e
. ’ <
GRANT N, AWARO AMCUNT  AWAKD DATE BEGIN OAIE  twL vAlt
1945AX0010 $467,C24 02426719 2726719 01/ 31780
I‘V ~
FUND ING HESTCRY PROJECT MCNITUR . STATL
0 Js 34671024 CCOGEs OLUGLAS EAC-UATE FASSEC
~ GRANTEE NAME AND ADORESS ‘ PRCJECT ClikelUK
LAR ANC JUSTICE PLANNING DIVISION OANIEL GKRLEAING
CFFICE GF FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT N ,
G A BUILLINGs, RULM 20¢ . -
CLYMPLA, wA 93504 ,
14 o

TITLE: ALTERNATIVES TO INCARCERATION

: ' X

= REDCRT PROCUCEC? N COSY CENTER: LJJDP~SPECIAL tmMirHASIDDS .
PRCJECT SUMMARY A . '
ThE- TITLE CF THES PRCJECT IS “ALTERNATIVES TO IMARCERATIUN.™ THE PRUJECT
ADDRESSES THE LACK*CF MEANINGFUL DISPCSITIONAL ALTEKMATIVES TU INCARCEKATION
wHICh RESULT IN YOUTH BEIANG HELD MCRE ALCOUNTABLE FUK THEIR BEHAVEJH. THE GCat
C¢ THE PRCJECT Iy TC ESTABLISH MUDEL RESTITUTJUN PRUGKAMS wiiCH miLl KEUUCE
REC IDIVISM ANC INCARCERATION CF JUVENILE UFFENDEKS IN SIX LUULNIIES IN THE STATE
CF WASHINGTCA. THE PRCJECT EXPECTS TC SERVE 29200 YULlh wURING THE FIKST
PROJECT YEAW THROULH FINANCIAL REPARATIUN, COMMUMLTY >ERVICL LR A CLPBINATICH

K3

CF THE SAME.

THE JUVENILE COURT WILL IMPCSE RESTITUTION PUKSLANT TUL Int

RASHINGTCN JUVENILE JUSTICE ACT UF 1977, " .
- . B

GRANT XO. AWARD AMCUNT AWARD DATE BEGIMOATE EhD CATE
80JSAX0029 $5209 056 08713780 o8/glr30 . vr/3ls8l
Y - ) - ‘ ’ X
fUND ING HISTCRY ' PROJECT MUNITUR STATLS
[4] 8¢ Js $520+C806 CCDGEy UCUGLAS ACTIVE

_ ’ ( - P
GR‘AIEFI\A;E AND ALCRESS PRCJELT blﬁ&bwk

" OIVISION OF CRIMINAL JLSTICE DAN LREEAIRG

CEFICE OF FINACIAL MANAGEMENT

102 NGRTH GQUINCE
CLYMPLIAS wa 98504

©

TITLE:

REPORT PRUOWED?

L3

-

ALTERNATIVES TU INCARCERATIUNIWASHINGTCA ST JLV RESTITUTA

o -
\

. s .

C{ST CENTERT C(JJDP-SPECIAL gPPD-A:IS

PRC JECT SUPMARY,
.

. .
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CATEGLR ICAL AWARDS FOR GJJOP REUATING TO RESTITUIIuN PRUGRAMS PACE 45 -
NCN-BLOCK ARARCS FiLts FY 69 -~ 81 02/24/81

THIS 1S TnE SECONC YEAR ARARD FOR A PRCPUSED THREE YAk JuVeNILE RESTITUTILN
PROJECT. IME PRULJECT 1S BEINL IPPLEMENTED IN SIX S17&> In wASHINGIUN STATt. - ‘
THEY ARt (LARXE CCUNTYs CITY OF SEATTLEs KING CCUNTYs BENTUN/ERANKLIN CLUAT Y
GRAY'S HARBCR COUNTY» ANC PASON CCUATY. THESE SITES ARE IKPLEMENTING Tht
MONETARY ANO COMMUNITY SERVICE RESTITUTIUN MUDELS wHiLh Frt (OUKTS ARE USING AS
ALTERNATIVES TC INCARCERATICN ANC TRACITIONAL DISPLSITJLnS. 1T IS PaUJECTED

THAT 1,045 YOUTHS WILL BE SERVEQ BY THE PRUJEC I .
$° ?
VP GRANT NO. AMARD AMCUNT  AWARD DATE BEGIN UATE  LNuw UAIE
. 81J5AXCOL7 $499 1951 01/09/81 10/ 01740 Jv/30/61
@ .
FUNDING RISTCRY, PROJECT HCNITOR S1ATLS
0 8l JS 34999951 PAHLBERG, PAUL Ju ACTIVE
.
GRANTEE NABE AND AODRESS ¢ PRCJIECT VIRELTUR
, WASHINGIUN OIVISIUN OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE DANIEL E GKELNING
OFFICE OF FINANCIAL HANAGEMENT .
102 NORTH QUINCE GF=01 .o
CLYMPI As WA 986504 N -
. % ’ .
TITLE:, CIVERTEC RESTIIUTION y

REPCRT PRUBUCED? N CCST CENTER: 0JJDP-FCRPULA UKAANL & TA

PRCJECT su»&y/

THIS PROJECT WTLL ALLCW FOR ThE CONTINUATION OF TWU UIvekTed RESTITLIION

CCMPONENTS CF A LARGER FY 78 CJJCP DISCRETIONARY PRUJECT ENiITLEDS s
*IRPLEMENTAT ICN CF THE- JUVENILE CODE (HB 371)4" THE UKIGINAL AwAkUy WHICH
TOIALED=$3,635+262, WAS AIMEO AT ASSISTING THt STATE IN WEbFING Tht MANJATES OF

ITS REVISEC JUVENILE CCDE. THE CODE MANDATES THE REMLVAL UF STATUS LEFENJERS

FROM JAILSe OEJEATILN AN CORRECTSCAAL FACILITIES. SPECIFICALLYs THE KING

COUNTY COMPONENT CF THE PRULJECT wILL PROVIDE FURy #MCNG LIHER THINGSs Tht

CCATINUATICN CF SIX RESTITUIICN WCRK SITESs ANO THc SEATFLE COMPUNENT WILL

PROVIDE FGR CCMMURITY-BASED ALTERAATIVES TG INSTITUTIUNALLCATIENs ALTERRATIVES

TO SLHGOL SUSPEASION AND EXPULSIUNs YOLTH EMPLOYMENT ACTIVITIESs ANG BASIC

SKILL TRAINING FUK THE LEARNING DISABLED. - -

»

' »
TOTAL FOR STATE: “'" $5,323,583 - 6




CATEGORICAL AWARDS FOR CJJOP RELATING 10 RESTITUTIUN PRUGRANS
NCN-BLCCK ANARCS FILEs FY 69 - 81 .
.- .
STATES wISCCASIA )
L2 . »

S .
5 . - . °

. GRANT MO, AWARD AMCUNT  AWARD CATE °  BEGIN DATE  &ND DATRE
78J5AX0085 $2384244 €9/30/18 «  10/01/78 05/31/81
. <
s 4 .
FUND ING MISTGRY PRCJECT MCNITCR STATUS
0 78 Js $2384 244 WCLFSCN, MARK =~ . ACTIVE
-— I 3 ‘ .
GRANTEE NAME ANG ACORESS PRCJECT DIKECTUKR
- . COUNTY OF CANE, wISCONSIN BAREARA KAY ’
Z1C HMOMNA AVENLE

PACISCA, W1 53701 . o

~ . ’

TITLE:, CANE COUNTY th‘h'RESl"UHCh PROGRAK
I ~

LREPCRI PROCUCED? A CCST CENTER:

* < v R N .
. PRCJECJ SUMMARY . .
/ THE CCONTY UF DANE wiILL'BE THE GRANTEE FCR THE DANE CWLNTY YGUTH RES
PRUGRAK WHICH wILL BE ACKINISTERED BY IME OANE CLUNTY JUVENILE COUKD
THE COURY WILL BE SUBCONIRACTING WITH A NCT-FGR-PRUF 1T AGENLY TC 1MP
PROJECT. THE PRIMARY GCAL CF ThE PRCJECLT IS ‘THE ESEABLISHMENT UF A R
. PROCESS WHICH ‘wiILL HOLD JUVENILE CFFENDERS
PROVIOE SCKE REDRESS TC VICTIKS OF JUVENILE
IMPLEKENT KONETARY,
YOUTh hILL EE REFERREC TO THE PROJECT BY THE JUVENILE CGURT JUDGE ‘AF
ADJUDICATION. THE AMGUNT P

CETWEEN THE VICTIK AND THE OFFENDER, AND THEN, THE CGNIRACT KILL BE
YO THE JUDGE FCR APPRGVAL. DJJCP FUNQS WILL Bt USED TG 'SUPPGRT THE vy
EMPLOYKENT SLCTS ANO ALSO TO PROVIOE SOME FUNDS TO JUUTH WU HAVE CC
THEIR NEGULTIATED HOURS CF COMMUNITY OR VICTIK SERVICE AeSTITUTION 4N
WILLING IC WGRK EXTRA HOURS. IHE GRANIEE PRUJECTS SENVIAG 120 YOUTh

CF THE SRANT CR 240 FCR THE TwC YEAR GRANT. &

CJIDP-SPECIAL EMPRASIS

OFFENSE 5. THE PRCJECT wi

* ~ e -~
. .
GRANT NO. AWARD ANMCUNT  AWARO CATE BEGIN DATE  END CATE
. . 18JSAX0099 $14237,920 €9/30/78 11701778 02 /24/81
,
LN . " .
. . FUNDING HISTCRY PRCJECT MCNITOR b STATUS
¢ 78 JS 31,237,930 ACTIVE

RELFSON, KARK
= LS

EMC-m 0Bl ——17 ) . e \ :

L4

AND TYPE GF RESTITUTION wiLL EE KEDIATED BY.

PAGE 4o
02/24/81

II!glICN
+ HOREVER,
LEMENT THE
ESTITUTION

ACCOUNTABLE FOR THEIR BEHAVIUR AND

LL

COKKUNITY SERVICE AND VIECTIK SERVICE RESTITUTICA KODELS. wes

TER .
STAFF  «
SUBKITTED,
OUTH IN
KPLETED

0 AREy .
EACH YEAR

. o - o
*  GRANTEE NZNE ANC AODRESS . vauecwecroa b
MISCONSIN OEPARTHENT CF HEALTH, SGC SERV  QENNIS MALDNLY
OIVISION LF CCHMUNITY SERVICE ™% B ‘
*  CNE WEST wILSCN o~ S
MADISONs %1 5270z '
Ty . ’ ,
* - . ° - l!
. - ¢ o L4
. ' . ’ < - ’
4 Ty
. .’l
® . .
A . ¢ " |
e . . . - . . -~ '
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~ . CATLGCRICAL AWAKDS £CR CJUCP RELATING TO REST1TUTIUN PROGRANS & PAGE 41
I THEA-BLCEK ANARCS FILLh FY-69.- o) - 027247561,
" = -
i TITLE:  wISCONSIN JUVENILE RESTITLTICN. PRCJECT . T -
'REPCRT PROCLCED? N CCST CENTER: CJJDE-SPECKAL LMFFASIS ‘

. - -

PRCJECT SUMMARY « . o
THE WISCGNSIN JUVENILE RESIITUIIbh PRUJECT wilL Bt ALMINISTEKEG &Y Thg

wISCCNSIN OEPAKTMENT LF HEALTH®ANG SCTC IAL SERVJCE>, COAMUNAEY SERVICES .
CIVISION. ThIS AGENCY wilL BE SUBCEATBACTING Wilh ELtvEN CUURTS THRLUGHULUT THE
STATE TU ACMIAISTER.RESTITUT ION PROJECTS FGR THEIR JURISUELTICNs FrESL
JURESDICTIONS ARE: ASHLAND BARRON, BUKAETT, ChlfPEmAs LUUGLAS, MARATHUN,

o CZAUKEE, CCUNTIES, FHE CIIY UF GKREEN BAY~AND THE MENUMINEE TRIBAL REScRVATIUN.
WHILE SPECIFIC DETAILS Ch' THE IMPLEMENIALICN FCR.EACH >I1TE MAW VARYs ThE BASIC
ELEMENTS IN EACh SITE WILL BE THE SAME. THE LCAL 15 Tu LSTABLESH A RESTETULIICA

) PRLJECT THAT BILL ENABLE 2 SUESTANTIAL PCRTILNYCF Tht Avsyw iLATED Ul INGUENT
CFFENDERSs WHG AKE REFEKREU TU THE PRCJECT, TO CLMPLETE tATHEK MUNETARY
RESFRIUTICA CR CCMPUNITY SERVICE RESTITUTION. The SPECIFEL GRLANICATIUNAL
STRUCTURE FCR THE PRCJECT FUR EACH SITt mILL VARY, hCwbvEKs ALL SITES wiLL
ESTABLISF A COPMUNITY BLAKG WhICH wILL NEGUTIATE THE AMGUNY CR TYPE OF .

RESTITUTICA CNCE IHE YLLIH HAS BEEN ORCERED TC WAKE WE>IIFUTICN BY THE COURT ., -

THE MEGOTEATEL CCATRACT witL THEN GO BACK 10 THE CUURT FUR APPRCVAL. EACH SITE
NiLL ESTABLISH, EMPLUYMENT ANC COCMMUNITY SERVICE 5LLTS Tu mnrilCH PRUJELT YGUTH
CAN BE KEFEKREC. IHE APPLICANT PRUJECTS SEKVING 540 YULTH EACH YEAR,UK 1062

. CVER ThE flRST Tl Y&R{F THEPRLJECT.

.

DN . . ’

TOTAL FCR STATE: $1+476,174 ) 2 \
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CATEGGRICAL  AWARCS FUR CJJCP REWWTING TO RESTITUYIuN PRCGRAMS
g NCA-BLLCK ANARCS FILE, FY 69 - &1

’

PACE

M -

. 48
. 02/24/81

GRANT NG..
-+ 78ECAXOI7S

. o FOND ING HISTERY

C 78 EC

A¥ARO AMCUNT
$279,620

.
-

$2795620

ANARO CATE
€5/30/178

BEGIN vAT:
1071571738

:

PROJECT PINITCR

CIAZ,

MONSERRATE

3

chU DATE |
/31760

STATUS
tNC~DATE PASSEC

L : A

M B GRANTEE NJPE ANC AODRESS ° \
o PUERTO RICC CEPT CF ACCICTIGN SERVICES
P0 BOX o
RIC PLECRYS STATICN
@ . _ R10 PLEDKAS, PR 00928 .
- -~

. . -

’ +
TITLE:  CARISWMA . ~ ‘ B
o

. -

REPGRT PF(OI:UCEC?‘ N CCST CENTER: 0QJJ

N

.
\

ECT SUMMARY s,
CARIQMA (COMPUNITY ACTICA EOR

»  "oPR

. e - .
RESTITUTION IN SERVICES Fuk

PRCJECT CIAECTOK o,
TO Bt NAMEUL

v .

P=SPECIAL EMPHASIS

.

NGK?S ACHIEVEMENT)

» " I3 BEING INPLEKENTED 8Y PUZRTC RJCO QEPARTMENT CF ADDICTL

SERVAICESQIN Ty '

JUCICIAL CISTRICTS: ARECIEU. JUCICTAL CISTRICT, wWrICH INCL

MUNICEPALITIES OF AR
k¢ _ MAMATE, FLCRICA, AND

S THE 1,

1605 BARCELCNETA, €AMSY,LUEDR mcgs..cm.zz.‘ AT iS00,
U

MUROY I8 3, BAYAMON JUDICIAL

JRIGT <wiiLh INC ES BAYAKUN,
SALTA, “TUAL BASA, WEGA ALTA ANL

WCATANC, CCRGZA con;cc, cuAvmao..nAn;.gu}o.-r
S WERE CHUSEN=BEC

. VEGE easa. THEAHJWRE
“TINCIDENCEVCF JUVENELE DELINQUEACYs THE

CEPARTMENT OF aC ICT 1LY 'SERYICESQIR THE

+ . MUNICIPALITL®S VIKY IN NATUKE FROM sRURAL
At pnwgg 13 JC- INVOCVE AND +SERVE 166 A
PRCJECT TCC, AGES IQ TC 38, FOR ANY GF
K o INVOLBNTARY HCMICIDE, VIOLATICAS CF FHE,C
' ,INCCRQIGLIEIL 1LV, ANG ANY VICTIMLESS CRIAR
. TOUAS AN FLIERRATIVE TO INSTITUTBCNAEIZATIGN
* TG HEANS uB, A WRIT
CHVIL RgoHIS.
. e i,

) . . .
. .
- LINNEN

OF *THE
CLGRA

i YITES ALKEACY MENTIONED: THe ~
TU METRGPOLITAN/SUBLKBANS THE GGAL OF
DJUDICATED YCuTu Ih THE Twl YEAR _ o
;Eng Wit THE EXCEPTIUNS LF MUROER,
GNTROLLEQ, S BSTANGES ACT, - -
o THE' YUUTH MLST FREELY ACCEPT CARISMA
« BCLh VILTIN ANU OFFENOER SHALL ACREE

EVIOEAGEs hHICH SHLAS A HIGH

YONTRACT TO A.CCEPT-RESU*H[M AND KE SPECT _EACH CTHER'S
- K] .

A
R

 WLLLBE AURINISTEREY BY THE

14 \}4 . .
ERIC |
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»
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\CA!EGORICAL AWAROS- FOR CJJOP RELATING TO RESJIH‘UUN PRGGRAMS * PAGE 49
NCN-BLCCK AWARCS FILE, FY 69 - 81 . 02/24/81

GRANT NO. AWARD AMCUNT ANARD BATE BEGIN OATE END DATE
81J4SAX0020 . -:‘230‘483 . 01/14/81, OL/0L/6tk. 10714781

. 5 °
FUNDING msnnfv PRCJECT MCRITOR STATUS
o 81 Js 32200483 OIAZ+ MONSERRATE » ACTIVE

. - 4 ‘ -
GRANTEE NAME AND ADDRESS . PRCJECT OIKECTOR
DWPARTMENT UF ADDICTION SERVLCES VANESSA DAVLLA
£0 BOX B-Y , '

RIQ PIEDRAS STATION M
RIO PIEORAS, PR 00928 ’

' A
TITLE® CARISKFA

REPGRT REOCUCED?: N COST CENTER: CJJOP-SPECIAL EMPHASIS
* : i

. -

PROJECT SUMMARY . .
CARISMA (COMMUNITY ACTICN FOR RESTITUTION IN SERVICES £LR MINOR'S ACHIEVEMENT) *
IS BEING IPPLEMENTEL BY PUERTG RICL OEFARTMENT ,CF ADGILTIUN SERVICES IN THREE o °
JUCICIAL DISTRICTS: AKECIBU, JUDFCIAL OISTRICTe WHICH INCLUDES The . °
MUNICIPALITIES CF AREGIEDy BARCELCNETA, CAMOY, QUEBRAUILLAS, GIALES: HATILLO,

< MANATEs FLORILA» ANO MOROVIS; BAYAMON JUDICIAL CISTRICY wHiLH INCLUDES BAYMUN,
CATARG, CCRCZALs CCRACC~GUAYAABDs AARANJITG,.TUA ALTAs IUA BAJA, YEGA ALTA AND
VEGA BAJA. THESE AREAS WERE CHUSEN BECAUSE CF JhE EVIDENCE whICH SELNS A +IGH
INCIDENCE OF JUVENILE DEL INQUENCY$'UTUADG ~JUDICIAL UISIKILT MHICH, IRCLUPES =
LARESs AGJUNTAS AND JAYUYA. THE PRCGRAK WILL BE AOMINISTewED EY THE UEPARTMENT
OF ADDICTION SERVICES IN THE THO SITES ALREADY.NBNTIUNED. IHE MUNICIPALITIES . =

. VARY IN MATURE FRCM <RURAL TO PEIRCPCL ITAN/ SUBURBAN. THE GCAL [F THE PROJEBLT IS
JOTYAVOLVE ANC SEKVE 120 ADJUDICATED YUUTH IN 11 MUNTH LUNTIAUATION LF A THREE *
YEAR PRCJECT PERIDD» AGES 1D TC 18, FUR ANY GLEFENSE mIThsTnt EXCEPITUNS 6
MURDER, INVOLLNTARY HOMICIDE, VIOLATICAS OF THE CUNTRULLEU SUESTANCES ACT,
INCORRIG IBILIYYs AND ANY VICTIMLESS CRIME. THE YWTH HuST FREELY ACLEPT CARISHA
AS-AN-ALTERNATIVE TO IASTITUTICNALJZATION. BULTH VICTIP 4ND CFRENDER SHALL ACREE
10" KEANS OF & WRITTEN CONTRACT TO ACCEPT KESTITULIUN AND RESPECT EACH UTHER®
CIVIL RIGHTS. S by,

R . N
o M M
v - -

$5C0,103

P o
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CATEGCRICAL ANARDS FOR CJJOP RELATING TO RESTITUTION PRCGRAMS . PAGE 50
NON-BLOCK ‘ANARCS FILE, FY 69 - 81 * 02/24/81
GRAND TOTAL: ' - $RT,856,565 . 54
a . [}
. ' . ) .
1TERS RETRIEVED 54 .
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. MONTHLY REPORT, OF THE - .

. ° )
' © ot MATI O&l& JUVENILE RESTITUTION EVALUATION PROJECT »
° N ’ i . -/ .

* --' SCHEDBLE FOR PROJECT DATA REPORTS == .

- ' -~ SOLE-SANCTION RESTITUTION COMPARED WITH COMBINED DISPOSITIONS --'
. . )
f

o

» . »” e
B <~ LOCAL EVALUATION RESULTS FROM MAINE' PROJECT L v
o) ’ e ‘-
. == ANALYSIS OF MIS DATA --
- ¢

) - - , M |

peter R. Schneider, PhD, Principal Invéstigator
. ©

Anne.L. Schneider, PhD, Co-Principal Investigator "

wWilliam R. ngffxth, M}:)Research Associate

~ i

\ .

L I 3 ..
. ' e R o »
& . INSTITUTE OF POLICY ANALYSIS

——————— U

> . Eugene,,‘ Oregon 97401
N . v - . .

) ' Funding for this report and research was provided by Grant Nos,
77-NI-99-0p05 and,79-NJ-AX-0009 from the law Enforcement Assistance

1 i Ad&nxnxstrétion,rﬁ?DP/NIJJDP, Department of Justice, Washington, DC.
~ Points of view or opinions stated in this document are those of the
authors, and ap not negessarily represent 1cral positipn or

policies of the Department of Justice. . B
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»HIGHLYGHTS OF THE NATIONAL RESTITUTION IN’TIATI\{E' IN :7UVENIJ}QOURTS -
: Saw v
¢ st L e >
N . VL . *
* ) » f ‘s . . Lo . 2 . -
L4 LS - & . . s e -
Introduction and Ovetview t . 2 N v,
L4 ~ - e
C e . P - .
- R The docu:aenteg ‘amount of, monetary restf’t‘utlon actually paid in the s
N . . \ - -3 N .

.
Wational Juvehile Restitutidn dnigaative has excéeded $1 millien, 4ccording
- " s - -
. . . J
to data sul.afm.tied to the Institute Y Policy Analysis through the Manage-
“ - s ¢ .

L]
ment Information System,

\
.

.
Monetary restitution has been collected from about, 6,500 referrals.,

. N E :

. who have pa‘Ld an average ,of approximately $165 each. Thgough November 30

3 - - . “ -
© about $2.4 mallidn 1 Tonetary restatution have been ordered. PR \
s . °

Beslde the usual analyses of MIS data, this Honthly Evaluation“Report
u M 3 \ :
. .

R R
also contains a summary of some recent findings regarding resgitution as a
K g -
A sole sanction, some vesults of a local évaluatign of the OJIDF-funded pgoject ¢
. [ 2

1» Maine; and a schedule, for thd production of two-year Project Data Reports.

. . ¢ ,

Nearly 16,000 young offendePs have been referred to, restitution pro=

- ~—— ’ -

. Jects &ince Ttne 1nitiative began. More ‘tha-n 11,600 cas_gs.have been closed --
14 . N
! about 87 percent of them successfully. ° ;
- ] . -
Other highlxgnts of the i1nitiative are *as fo;lof‘
. - -
v Nearlil 17,000 victims were m‘;o]ved an 'the offenses that resulted I‘n
* .

referrals to restitutidn projects,  Documentec oss exceeds $8.7 A
Siredaegn s

mllion. N c . : > .

N . ’J . B

‘ v Nearly 178,000 hours 8f community service, and“more’ than 4.000 hours o(

- .o N .

victam service have peen woxrked. The amounts ordered are 318,720 and 5,107
. hour®, fespegtively.. . N
. - e . . .
»~ - " New Schedul'e for MERs and PDRs .

~ Ay
Qvaluation reports from 1PA on a mppthlv basis will be Biscontinued
4

after the March MER. From :ha;l point orn,,evaluation reports -- featuring

. . - .

v

ERIC e T
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,MIS data analyses and including summaries of research findings, local\ ro. .
PN -

. -
_evaluations, and so forthe- will beflssued every two months
i

In addition, the.quarterly Project Data Reports will be discontinued.
.~ L4

. @ .
In their place, two more data reports will be prebared iot each project:
one'at the end of the second year of OJJDP funding, and the other at the end

of the timrd and final year. A_schedule for the preparation and mailing of .
,

, the two-year reports 1s included in this evaluation report.

The decrease in the frequency of MERS and P'DRs.v':as ‘r'mecessztated by a
] ° -
* [

PO \
decline 1in the resources available for the national evaluation. However, the

nurber of cases k&as grown so large that changes in the national statistics
H

° n
< - are virtually imperceptible on a month-![?—mon'th basil. .
»
U SCHEDULE FOR PROJECT DATA REPORTS
. 4 - .
& ! ’
. In the upcoming wonths, IPX will be producing Project Data Reports -

(PDRs) for all restitution projects in the ipjtiative covering tneir first two
- - N
yedrs of OJJDP funding. Since not all projects have the same two-year anni-
N * . ’ o

versary funding date, the PDRs will be produced on a staggered scnelule cver

. the’next six months. The,PDR schedule {s presented below: ‘

., L ~
“The following pro-tects will have PDRs mailed in MARCH, covering all referrals
an#& closures througn September 30, 1580.

. . ‘

Delaware State
Washihgton DC .
Lynn’, MA . -
Dane County. WI
t . New Bedfoxd, MA
Cdmberland, ME ~ 4
Prince Georges., MD .. N .
. .b}&yne, MI

- ~ . ”t

R

“rric .1;'1 . .




Y ~
The following pz‘JeCtS will have PDRs mailed in APRIL. covering all referrals
«*and closures :hrough October 31, 1980. s
~ .
) Q\arles:on, sc . *
\ Ventura, CA
Western, &R . . b
Camden, N3 | M . - .
Rio Piedras, PR . o .
Wisconsin State ‘ -
Quincy, MA - '
New Orleans, LA ° ¢
Y . Jefferson County, KY * . . . -
El Paso, TX ‘.
Geauga Co., OH - ~ '

N ‘

\ g
The following prajects will have PDRs mailed in MAY, covering all referrals .
»angd closures through November 30, 1980. *

Hennepyn Co., MN
New York State
Swamit Co., OH . -
Lucas Co., OH
. [ ]
The following p Jec: wxll have a PDR mailed in JUNE/ covering all referrals -
and closures :hrough Decdntfer 31, 1980, -

Broward Co.,, FL v

The followxng projects will have PDRs mailed in JULY, coverlnc all refer*als
and closures through January 31, 1981. . L . l

*Nevada State . .
New Jersey State - _—

. The follow:.ng projects will have PDRs mailed in AU-JUST, covering all refertals
and closures through February 28, 1981. —_ .
Washington Co., MN { .
P Bowsg, ID - i
Red Lake, MN N ' g
Belmdnt-Harrison, OH.' .
. Oklahoma County, OK . c . s
Chicago, IL
- Norwich, -
Hamilton Co., ou - N -
\ R Adarts~Brqwn Tos. , OH . -
< Clayton Co., GA . , 8
-, Newport News, VA

. Washington State 4 - ‘t
r -~

ERIC - Lo y
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> . - B
) R PA 1s encouraging all projects to subrut MIS intake forms for all ™

1
referralreceived prior Yo thé deadline dates listed above, and MIS closure
_ Rt : Llosure

-
forms for all refelrrag‘s closed, prior to the deadline dates. Please submit

these forms by the tenth of the month preceding the moffth that your PDR will,

L) .
be mailed {g.g., 1f your PDR will be mailed an March, we must receive all of
N .

< .
. your MIS forms by the tenth of February, 1981). .Your Evaluation Coordinator
-

- . -
. will be contacting you with further information regarding the PDRs._
. R .
? . .
.} *
. : ~ . .

SOLE-SANCTION RESTITUTION COMPARED WITH COMBILNED DISPOSITIONS
. .

: .
~
. . , {. .

> .
s An important issue in the use\of monetdry and ccmmu'nzty service
. ! ‘ ' :
! restitution as sanctions for Juvenile delinguency is whether they should
3 < . - .

/.
- be used alone, with ng.other dispositional requirements, or in conjunc-
s

. .

. - * -~

tion witn other sang'.uo'ns sugch as probation. While some model senténcing

’
. [ 4

P 3 :
codes and proposed jQvenile justice standards suggest that sole-sanction
. - -
e ‘
restitutioh 1s appropriate, it generally 1s uséd as a condition of pro-

¢ 2 [ .
. bation and hence an “add-en" Sentence. . .

. 1
* ° 4 .
As part of the national evaluasion of the O2JDP-funded juvernfle *

. )
restitutiqn initiative, the Institure of PolicysAnalysis redently compigted

A study which compared juvenile offenders.who received dispositions of

.- . -
. restitugion or cormurfity Service as a sole sanction with those who wexv
P -

. A *
Given samilar sengences as cornditions of probation. The research indicated
I3 - N ————

that the "sole sanction™ y'outh.s had higher program completion :at‘es and lower

-~ .
reoffense rates than those who were given comvined dispositions.

The study waibased on the records of approximately 7,000 referrals to
‘

., .
restitution prjects whose cases had beer closed. Comparisons were made
—

.

among vouth in three categories based on the d%ree of court control:
A

] .
those referred to projects as a scle sanction, with no additional reguire-
P

.
-
© -

ERIC . v
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~ N
- PR
4 . - - B y
menté, those referred to prejects as ascondition of probation, and those

\ .
referred to projects while under a suspended commitment to a stage or local

youth corrections agency. e

. According to the data, 95 percent of the offenders who made restitution
N .

M . . -

4
as a sole sanction completed their court-ordered reguirements, 35 compared
- o
. N g
with 87 percent in each of the otheg two cate”gon.es. Similarly, youths
; . 1Y . - -
ordered to make res¥itution as a, sole sanction wgrr_e less likely to commit new

\offenses. The differencks among the categosies c&ntmued to hold even when
* r N -
other factors =-- such as socio-economic status, gender, {:‘rrar police contacts, ,
. i
" .
and other offense serlousness == Were taken 1nto acgcountd

< E]
L4

[l
- 0

The compléte report maT‘: 'o’e Gbtained by writing to the Ins:titute-of Policy

-Analysi$, 777 migh Street, Suite 222, Eugene, Orégon 97401.
. - * . , L
I's "
. LOGAL EVA}.UATION- RESULTS FROM MAINE PRQJECT
* . - A}
. 5 - . . L ‘
s0ffenders -being referred to t“xe OJJIDP~-funded Restitution Alternative
* ’
- = |’ ]
prgject in southern Maine are similar 1n most respects to those being incar=-
. D * . t
3 . R
. cerated, according to local evaiuvator &ory B. Smitn and hssqciates,
- . . y
)

N e e
A major goal of the study was :o.deyrmme' the extent tO whith the résti-
. L

. . . S. . ' P}
tution project 1s Béing used as an alternative to\incarcezatlon.’. The study

- . - .

comparet youth in four,dispositional categories: the restitutiolf project,

-

probation, restitution plus®probation, and incarceration. ¢
. . ‘

There “wgre no significant’ drfferences among the groups’ with respect to
. -
M * ! ! ' . 4
race, gender and schqol status. Moreover, youth feferred to the restitution
A - ‘ -~

project tended to be 3imilar to the xncarcerit,ed, group with respect to offenge
-

<
LA

. .
Setl‘ousness. Thé data indicated, however, thaf*incarcerated vouth tend to have
. - . :
t

more arrests and more prior Tadvictions. .
-~ - -

- N .

The succesSs rates for youth 1n the restitution prdject parallel those of

- M ° g ‘

She inltiative as a whole. they range from 74 percent for monetary restxiutxc_m
. .

+ 1

. ~ “* .

3 -
" .
tQ 88 pertent for community service.

. <

» .
N L}
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4
)'! ‘ *Moié' than half of the victims for whom restxtutmn was ordered were
[ ' -

-
- * private cilizens. About one-third were businesses and 14 percent were

o ’ s .
* s public agenciés. N . o
. 'A" . _' - rl
» ~ . © - N N .
+ . -, ..
N ANALYSIS OF MIS DATA - ,/‘ I
¢ .
. s - 2 : / .
The restitution projects sub'nxttxng data chfough the Mahagement
- - »

Informacxon System (MIS) reported a total of 15,997 réferrals' and 11 612 casef

- pro;eccs are‘submitting data. Infdrmation about the referrals and closuxes is
contaxned ip Tables 1 through ‘14 and reflects data recexved by IPA ag o.~ )

»

'

i January 9 1981, N A L
N < . o . .’ . .’ e
~ Types and Amounts of Restitution L LY .
. . . o o

, ‘Monetary resn'tutxdn remaxfs the gost common type of restitution ondered,
A

. . - . L

closures through the énd of Noverber, 1980. Currently, 83 of the 85 restitution
'

r ‘e » L /.

. .
[ .
- ' with 67 percent .of.all, plans xnvolw.ng Some monetary repayment to the victim
*
% (Table 1) .The total amount of restitutigniordered 1s cunrently about $2. 4 -
» . - hd . Y /"_
* mallion and averages about $247 per yout‘x for thdse ordered to pa\ some *
N ¢ . te
m&.cwmmy..x’:amu:mne_m_wme{_ G
. &
. < .
. The total nlxber'of gommurity service nours orcered presently exceeds . ;‘“
L. s . i «
. 318,000 and represents an average of 52-hours,pe?‘youth. for those ordered .
! - s . o R
to completescommunxty servxce. The total humber of "victim service hou)rs ~
. U : . ]
T2l otdered (5 104) averggee about 32 hours xo: thbsg‘ ardered to corr&te victime ,
} N = 3]
> * service., . ‘e . ©oL * ' “6 2L :
N , . K oo S
S Descnpcion of Closed Cases B , ‘ - .
- ‘ . . - e :
L The 11,612 youths whose cases were nclosed by. the ¢nd of Noverdber (Table
. P ~ I‘
2) paid a total. df $1, 076 200 1n restztutxon, worked 177,935~ hou’l“s in unoaxd J - . :
] [ B .
"o R con:munlcy servxce jobs, ‘and comp;eted 4, 157 hours of"direct v*ctxm seryice. . b
[ .
TR ¢ . : .
. L 3
~’ . N ’ ' - . K ( -
. M [y ‘.
S e . o © . .
. ' A 1 N
~ ~ 1 . . N . > ]
. K ki ) ° ] >
i ) % .
»e » ’, . 4 .
~ C ' . N )
\
¥ b4 ‘ < ~ . . ) ) N
Q . , i . . - .
» [MC R 1 ] '9 . :
U . N 4
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' The cumulatxve.proporuon of cases m‘whxch th‘ yvouth cdmpleted the

.restitution requirelents as originally ordered gable 4) 1s currently ~2.7

$
percent of all closed cases, unchanged from last month's cumulative pro-
v P

3]
. porno‘n. When cases closed in full compliance with ad)‘sted reguirenents
« ,
- ~ ~
. are included in the figures, and project-ideptified i1neligibles are excluded, -
: ‘ . . Y
the current rate of successful completion for the lnltiative is 87 percent.
’ ., . - ? . ~ ‘~
, Infornation about the stdtus oflyouths at the time their restitytion was -
. . : ) Ay . ’
- c}omple:ed 1S contained in Table 10. Most of the youths (85.6 percent) had /
R .
- 5 S
. nc subsequent contacts with the ]\y{,‘mle courts: after ¢ offense that resulted
A 3
2 . 1
in a referral to the projegct andé}lor to their case closgre, although 65 per-
- 2] -
cent remained under some tvpe 05",5;0;..:: supervision after the completion of ,
. f
) their restitution. : ( ~ .

. .
Characteristics of Offenders, Offenses, and Victims
\)
The characteristics dof referrals to the restitution projects continue

N ,
,to show little change (Table 5). Seventvy-ofle percent of all referrals are

. ' .

white, 76 percent attend school on a full-time basis, 30 per‘cen: are male,

. f
1 and their aYes average 15.4 yedrs.
-y . The total documented loSs currdntly ‘exseeds $8 ° million, with the-
B L4 .
' -~ N -
. N majorrty of victims tending to be perscns or households rathrer than 1nsti-y
+ - N
N
R tutions, businesses, or public property (Table 6). .
Burglary 1s the most common bffense for which youths are ordered to
~ " . ~ -
. , . make restitution (Table 7). Dverall, property offenses comprise about 86 -
B i . . ; o N PP
percent of all referrals, personal offehses about ten percent, vicdtimless .o L
3 K “ .
qffenses about two perocent, and other minor offenses about twd percent.
-—» ~ - © N * ’ ’ .
/\ ’ * .' -
13 .
- H
. : ~ * -
. ) - o
. . v . "}‘,:g., ) }
- . +
. ’ * -
f
. . f
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. s TABLE 1. TYPE AND AMOUNT OF RESTITUTION ORDERED
e
, . . . ' CUHULATIVE
INTAKE INFORMATION TRANSFERS | pec | aaw | ees [ maR  [ferin | way [owz | oury we | serr | oct woy | THROUGH
) * s %oV 30, 1980
REFERRALS . R . "
.‘Nlal nurber intakes R .SSl 678 81l ) 808 I+ 896 7 902 816 800 807 616 105 652 440 15,997
Ruaber of projucts rejorting - 16 «69 R ] 75 77 71671 84 84 83 83 83 83 83 a3 -
. . K4
TYIPE OF RESTITUTION ot v . v
Total numbler of plans L] 529 635 734 50 7,?7 817 721 713 714 | © 537 |* 581 5}8 392 14,605 -~ ’
¥ ronetary restitution plans 47 367 358 430 463 : 445 401 | , 383 401 418 300 295 288 225 8,063
t community service plana 80 . 184 101 199 242 297 |, 291 216’ 225 173 210 191 125 4,499
-~ . I o ‘ %
v s
t victim servicefplans Vo 8 11 4 3 6 b3 "2 2 4 .4 1 0 90
¥ with court costs, fines (ooly) 56 s 3 7 '5 1 4 0 ol” 3 2 o| - 2 255 T
§ monetary and com;mnlty service 26 76 97. 78 85 106 80 90 ‘67 55 \65 53 40 1,613
, 4
# ronetary and victim service [} ) 2 1
tary B N 2 3 2 2 b 2 - 2 1 [} o 51
TKc"ommmlty and victim service 0 1 [} [} 2 3 [} 1 1 . o [} 4 [} 18 *
i . -
lS\(her plans [+] . [+] c0 [\] + 0 [\] ‘ [\] 1 0 [\] 3 -0 [+] 16
] no\Elans or fn‘[sﬂnq data 22 43 77 +56 109 85 93 87 93 ‘79 124 114§ ~ 48 1,392
N —_— ‘
AMOUNT OF RESTITUTION ORDERED i R PR B .
v A . s
Honetary restitution ordered (in \ . @
thousands of dol ]'.";) 9L S 9+ [s1o4.8 |$128.7 [$222.4 [$513).9 |s138.4 $121.0 s124.8 | m#®.0 | $99.7 $103.1 $90.3}574.9 |$2,199.8
. . - -3
’ Community service houry ordured 6,162 1, 492 14,471 |15,962 {17,987 22,095 19.!}4 16,878 | 18,059 | 12,889 15,771] 13,387 8,:’:70 318,720
[ victim service hours ordered - 215 640 377 341 620 i R 127 94 a7 66| - - 5,104 .
| _= =
£ 2 o~ o -
 Entrles in th: table roprosent 4t1S intake forms on project referrals through Hovember 30, 1980 thac wer\t‘: received at IPA by_‘Janua:y 9, 1981 Plans _
| fnvnlving rourt costs, fines, and/oh\\attomn‘y's fces arce liasted separitely under tyge of restitution only if no other:typon of wonetary or non-monetary -
~ restitutfon wis involved. When court costs (fines,. etc:) were orderced alone with anothor type of mstltutl% then the plan was listed under .the Jatter
Lategory. The amounts of restitution ordered do not include any court costs, fines, or attornoy’s faes. s ~a
e ’ . b . 0y - .
‘ . . ’ o ®
- \‘1 ‘ v . N . .
= s » .
ERIC. .~ - : R BV . -
) 4 o . T
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.0 " eABLZ 2. TYPE AND AMWOUNT OF RESTITUTION COKPLETED FOR CLOSED cases!
o RS h—3 5
Rt = J
. . . 4 s CUMULATIVE
CwSIIRMFORHo\T!ON s | TRANSFERS DEG pu] FFB HAR APR MAY JUUE JULY AUG SEPT ™| OCT- ROV TIROUGH
* , . - it NOV. 3D, 1980
h = =
. CLOSURES X -
Tutal nusber of cloumres* ‘6) N 520 550 593 621 638 567 805 876 797 642, 645 $43 11,612
# conplet@d as orfginally ordered 300 373 |- am 418 213 ~437 406 593 654 599 435 ae-p 3%0 . 8,411
M - 7 =
# completed with adjustpents 35 " 32 21 33 i8 34 41 71 61 St 42 29 689
L] > + .
S %
# closed- for other reasons N 126 116 117 152 175 163 127 7 151 137 g6 . 189 164 2,512
sy
TYPE OF ‘RBSTH‘UHON FOR CLOSED CASES . .' & ' '
. 5 . . 3
. Total nusber of plans . NERLE 401 | 40t s [ 547 555 508 735 821 730 568 547 442 e 10,552
o . Y
# monotory Eestitution 293. 242 258 04 324 "4 265 271 369 453 395 327 30 .} 255 5,743
¥ comunity service 14 163 145 119 | 155 210 186 266 245 2319 166 160 7" 133 3, 356
LY
& victim service 1 0 s 8 N s 3 4 3 9 4 4 2 3, 80
- ¥ N [~ O -
* & with court costs, fines (only) 53 12 k) 8 7 2 3 4 1 [} 2 v o 0 203
.
, . # mopetary and* community service 22 54 60 6l 54 72 ‘ 42 91 108 87 (3 729 48 1,087
. kel +
] mne!ary‘}ud victim service 0 1 s 1 ' -2 0 1 1 DI 3 3 2 2 - 42
i . P .
< = o
s, A community and victim service 1 1 2 [ 1 1 0 1 rl 0 1 0 14 -
N .
# other plans o 3 Yl 13 0o : 1 [} 1 3 1 1 [ 1 27
# no plans or missing data 18 39 S8 54 4 © 83 59 70 55' 67 74 98 10} 1,060
ANOINT OP RESTITUTION COMPLETED - . N
¢ Monotary restitution paid (in - . .
t thousanda of dol lars)™ $47.2 $43 6 $42 4 |$48 3 ($57.1 $49 9 | s48.2 $76.4 | $96.5 | $96.4 |$71.0 ]%69.7 $64 7 -’51,076.2
Community service hours worked - Ay 447 o 8,150 |9,047 |6.5°0 [8,739 f[i1,460 | 9,269 Jr3,434 h3,706 7,250 Q2,192 jo,201 [7,939 177,935
-~ <
victim service hours worked - 134 670 1n2 202 n 84 a59 129 3608 w04 |- 121 75 72 « 4,157
v . -«
lxnu on casc closures include all closures through tiovembezr 10, 1449 fo which M1S closure forms were received at IPA by January 9, 1981. Court costs and
N ““i- -re not included in the amount of rostitution completed. More defailed information on xeasons for closing cases is in Table 4. '
. . N O
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T ) ;ww 3. SOURCE OF MONFTARY RESTITUTION FQR CLOSED RESTITUTION cases! ‘
- ; g . B 1 . : CASES CLOSED
MOUETARY RESTITUTION TRANSFERS | DEC AN PED |, MARCH APRIL]  MAY JJowme [auny " [as | seer ocr | nov , “THROUGH
‘ ) N - . - |wov 30, 1980
"SOURCE 'OF MONETARY RESTITUTION - : . . . o . )
v from youths el 90| 881 90\ 89 | - 9l‘\ : ;1% 92% 93h 96n 94s | - 93y 89z ‘ 9
M from parents 17 © ey : ™ 104 100 5\ " 10% 6\ EL 5% 3 9v| T e
\ from other 1A P © (1Y o o n 14 n () 01 1 nl n
TOTALS 991 300d 101 100v 991 99v| . 97 [ 7 100 0000 99 1004  100% 100

B4
employsent “found by .
hst . 494

In

354

29%

3y,

EEAY

T20v

26y

29y

25%

0%

employsent found by
project® . 4an

60%

661 S6% 60% 70v 700 64 651 . 64y
A from lavn’ngs. or Other . * .
sources - - L1 SY a 6% L1 Sa 6% 6% 9% n . 6% 9 108 AN
TOTALS ‘ 1010 1004 101v | <100 1000 1008 100v [ p01n 991 99| . 1008 1024 1gos 01y
Py
EARNINGS AND SUBSIDY -
Total reported ea?yiings $21,936 | $42,154 $38,070 |,544,72Y $50,094 } $41,696 suassb $71,030 $99,258K101,452 567,958 | $59.97¢] $38,751 51,002,578
5 v
Total, subsidy from project ~ ¢ ’
!und; y'(rom pro} $10,220 | $33,8983 §28,440 | $34,064] $43,837 $34,465] $34,577 {$56,538] $79,992] $78,70¢ $57,566 | $49,947 $42,913 $784,409
¢
% of earnings kept by youths m EE) SRR L1} 37y 30 242 Jos 3 I 269 EED) 30V 9% A

i

=
lme reported warnings shown in the lower
were khown to the project.

-

) . -~
P
porifm\ ‘of the tablg ‘lpclude project s:hsldlu and any dollirs earned in addition to

the subsidized amounts that
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: . TABLE 1. COMPLETION OF ORIGINAL RESTITUTION REOUIREMENTS ~ , -
T =
. . . R N ALL CASES
CLOSURE. mmm-rgm TRANSFRRS| DEC .| IAw” FER MAR aepriL| x| oowe |Juy UG sept | ocr, | nov  |cLosep mirowGH
g . N NP SR BN > - NOV. 30, 1980
REASON FOR CLOSURE (B of cassa) 461 520 | ss0 592 621 638 567 ags 876 796 638 | 633 | 522 11,571,
1 —v
\ Closed with full compliance 6av | 7 72y o 67v  {* 68 728 Yay 5% 75 68y | g5 g 72,78
[ ]
"\ closed with adjustments T a Sve © ss,| e I st 84 oy . 8v | es 50 6.0
d 3 1
-
A project identified incligible 6% 108 83 1 13y 108 9% o | e 8y ns | sy 163 9.2%
™~ .
\, never placed .t n ALY 1, 0y 1" 1" 1Y 1" " 1Y " n 1 0.4y
*a lost positions 1 1 1n S 1 1 " " [T 1 " 1 0.7
. . . .
v unsuccessful, {n meeting L N 'n . : o~
restitution requirements 9 48 3 3 3 4" 3 3 3 n FAY [3) n 3.5
N k3 < . *
3*% youths refuscd to participate I3 N *\ 2% 2% -1 2 2% F1) 1 1 1% FAl kAl 1.7y
4 closcd dur to subsequent offense F1) 1 P13 2% de n " ~ 3 1 28 1% 4N 28 Fi 2.0V
i 3
v < g N
v\ closed because youths committed .t \ -
;,% to sccure facility P WYY B L) 1Y 1 P4 Pat 1 1 n 1 1% j T S R Y 0.8% .
& .
E)
s other a 8y 1 _ » A% In 14 n n L3y 1Y n 24 3 ERLY
—— 7
TOTALS T 100y 1008 {1008 100% 1008 | 1008 | 2008 1008 | 2008 | 1008 100 |100%  {100% 100.0%
PROPORTION OF ORIGINAL ORDERS ¢ N . R . 1 -
COMPLETED . t e . -
- - N . . M
‘s of dollags pain 63 s 033 AN IR 69% 81y LY 9% 1 oy | 198 838
- v .
« % of counity snrrvice hours worked a1y Bl 7(’.\\ 71 74 74 75% 79 78% A5V | M 787 84
4 - K -
% of victim service hours worked? ¥ 1 o7y |rasy 170% 1463 153v | 291y 1008 62 79% 24% [203y,  }100% 113%

- . .
11ese figures will oxceed 100 percent in some instances beCause of adjusteents in rostwtldn ordnrs where more victim service fs worked than was
otdezed, or where victim service is worked in 1iau of or in addition to monctary restitution or unpald community service.
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* N . TABLE S DEMOGRAPHIC CIIARACTERISTICS OF OFFENOERS o " . . : v
—_— 3
r ra Ef
. * . | ALL REFERRALS
CIARACTERISTIC TRANSFERS | DEC. | JAn ren | uarcn APRIL | Ay June Jury | aue SEPT ocT Nov THROUGH
, . .
! . e NV 30, 1980
= >
RACE {# of cases) (540) (660)|  (80%) 17951 (881) (888) (802) (7187 | (797 (602) (693){ (648) (432} 115,697)
- . . < 1]
Whitae 80% 73N 718 708 69% 68% 691 69 ALY 708 660 67 668  71.2%
- . & . -
Black . 142 219 21y 25y 4 Zev 28y 254 ) 2 24v 25% 29 |t 2814 28y 23,2y " a
Hoxican “® 2y 1" 2y n 1" n 1n 1Y n " n o 114 .
Q- ~ n
Mative American " 2 N 1 n 1" n nl. n 2 nl° n n o6 e
td > =
’ Puarto Rican (13 1y 3% 1y 1 LY v Pil 2% LY 2% 1 1y, 1.6% N
Other s . 1" 19 1" 1 I Y " ‘N " 1" 1 1) 2 0 9 )
T 0
TOTAL . 100% ¢ 100 1008 1008 1008 |[* 1008 100% 100v) 1008 100% 1008 100y 100y 100.0%
SCHOOL STATUS (0 of cases)] (487) 659) (759) (760)|  (832) | 4653) (779) (769ff (783 (594) (674) (625} (Q199} (15,227)
Full-timo “76% 769 mn 73y 77 720 73 784 80V a3 85y 787 82y)  76.40
N —— M c g
Hot in School 21 21N 18% 229 20% 24y 23 20v 17y - 158 126 17y 179, 19.5%1 R
> -
Other ) IR 1Y W 1Y sy 3 an I 2 ny, 2 N 56 1 LY .
hd L
TOTAL - 1004 100§ 100% |- 100% 100y 100% 100% 100 1008 1008 |+, 100% 100 1008} 100.0%
SEX {4 of cascs) . (546) (676) T (811) (r0s)| (893 (899) (811) (794)] (800) (613) (703) (651) |- (436)] (15.922)
SEX v
Hale 92 899y 90% 91y} 901 90% 93 89 9 89y 9 891 93y 9.9
Femala . a uy 10 94} 100 10% 7 m 9 114 9 my - 7 1008
. L
- P
TOTAL . 100 1004 100% 100Ms 100 1000 100V 1008 1008 1007 1008 1007 1008 100.0%
AGE (8 of cases) (539) 672} (802) 1801)|  (889) (894) | “(803) 9] 9n} , teo3ff - tesn) (638) (438) (15,772)
Averags age 15.1 15. 15.3| , 15.4  15.3 Ts.4 15.5 153 1s.af 15.3 15.3 15.5 15.3 15.4
IICOME (# of cancs) (337) 41 (4se as2)]  (sod) (533 (465) Wl 16| ®oso| o a3 | @76} (9,251
2onE A . > “
Median incoms $9/001 4 $12,00d $12,000 | $12,000 $12,000 | $14,000 |$12,000] $12,300|$12,000| $12,000| $12,000] $12.%00| $12,000 $12,000
X —
-
‘- - dm f ? . . . A
o ' 1 1A .
. “ A . ‘
' . o, B ' |




‘QBLZ 6  CUARACTERISTICS OF IIIC‘Y‘XMSP

4 N
’ ALL REFERRALS

VICTIN INFORMATION | TRANSPERS P JUNE THROUGH
Nov. 30, 1980

0 )
Total nusber of victims 53 866 655 16,863

Ll .

\ Total reporged victim loss, in
thousands of dollars {based an - .
date from 12,924 .lhtake forus)® $390.0 [s3d41.8 [454.0 [329.2 538(1.6 §$355.0 $298.5 {$315.3 |5168.9]$8,757.2

Yotal reported amunt recovered by ! ’ oA,

victim from insurance and other

sources? (based on data from

11,815 intakes) in thousands of .

dollars ls1473.6 [silR.0 {5183.0 [163.) s123.0 $3,000.6

»

Proportion of referrals involving ' .
forsonal or houschold victims ~ 66%

7
Proportion of referrals involving
schools or other public property
as victinm 13s 1%

proportion of re¢ferrals invelving 2
institutional victims (stores or i 8
*  businesses) A 261 268 267 25v 2n 280 2 247 210 2N

l‘mc numlicr of victims reported in Row 1 may exceed the totit numbr_:; of intakes shown on previous tables because some incldents have multiple victims. The

percentages shown in the lower Portion of the tablo may ex« fed 100 percent because sBme Incldents involve more than one type of victim and both are coded
N .

zh stall proportion o¥ this--about 12 percent=-is restitution from, co-of fenders. '

’
N . .
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. s * . ’ TABLE 7. TYPES OF OFFENSES "
- . i . 8 »
. X . R REFERRALS
oFeFNsE, 3 TRANSFERS| DEC IR FEB MR | aer MAY Jwe | Juy AVG SEPT oct Nov THROUGH
> = . [ L
: * . NOV. 30, 1980
TYPE OF OVFENSE (# of cases)| (535) (676) (810) (808 ) (896) (3D (815) (800) (807) (616) (705) 652) o | qas,965
— R .
Burglary ~ 32 o v 360 348 33 .3 394 354 358 1 360 354 354 34.5%
Larceny 13v 180 17 207 04 193 19% 207 204 194 208 19 218 19.18
T T
‘ ‘ L R A 14% 168 4 13 . ) A3 15% 4% ) “ ) )
Vandellsa ° " R _-_6 1 15 n 5 1 14 14y 1 15 \ 1x4
4 k 4
Hogor Vehicle Theft , 0 12 1 1 108 9% 9% £ 108 |, 10%v- ™ 7™ 11 -1 9.6
Ashaute 4\ Toes 6% N 6% 5% 5y 5% 5% H) LY (1) " 5.4%
2. - , b
"Mobbary . D n 4 a an n “ n n 1) 4 n 1Y 328
Rapo, . T ov on | on ov 1 1 1w o ol o o Ty - o
Other Personal 0§lan-n . 1N 2% 1 18 1 1. 1s i n 3} 2% 1% k1Y 1.4z
R}
Other Property Offenses © 1 8 " 8¢ 9 8¢ 8 94 8y 100 " ) 5¢ 9.1
N - . .
Other Minor Offenses c V2¢ 2% 1 2 C 2y, 2% s 1 T 2y 2% 1s 2% 1.
Victimiess 0ffances 5 24 1 1 2% 1Y P1) 1 1 2y 1 XY 1 LTI
T - » - N <
TOTALS - 100% 100% 100 100 1004 1008 100 100% 100 100% 1008 | *100% 1008 | 100.0v

\i
lollenses arp coded by IPA personncl from the narrative description of the offonse contained on the MIS form. ‘Orslnq categorles and rules -are those used in

the Un{form Crime Reports (UCR}. Offense classifications shown in this table reflect the actual event, as described on the HIS form, and not necessarily
the offense charged. . . '

~
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» _ |} . P , . : .
Y, -
- e . vt ‘. ' ) . . * v
. . . . .
. R . o & -
s .. . B . . )
. . - s R
. . . !I‘ABL? 8 SERTOUSNESS OF REFERRAL 0"!25?51 v ° v .
7 - = . F il ' N SCAN | 5 ¢
cow 4 . REPERRALS
SERIOUSHESS CATEGORY Y DEC JAN FEB - MAR APR 4 HAY JUNE JULY AUG SEPT ocr NOV THROUGH
N 5 .
: s . . NOV. 30, 1980
¥ N
Number of cases 669 | 196 | 7192 861, 869 | 787 792 795 608 700, | 650, 436 [15.106 -
L e = - .
Victimleds; Includes tuﬂlc accidents or tickets, ¢ % ¢ h . g .
ln;us offenges, druqt aleohol gu\bung. Jprosti- ., , 3
tution, and probatlo;a violationg, 2 | 2y 143 b1 3 3N 2 b1 b1 1 1N 1N 2% LN
Minor Offensess Minqr of fenses not easily Classi- : . o . '
fied as property or personal, such as disorderly ' . . .
conduct . 1z n 24 l‘\ 1% 1% '1\ l\‘ ‘2\ 2% 1% 2% 1.6% ¢
n‘a\or Property: My_pr%crty offonse with oss/ « ‘w . ’ . : N - .
damage of §10 or less, exsept burglary. iln N 10v 158 128 158 150 148 15% 1IN . 18y 17 13.1% - ’
- - - -
Hinor Persorhle Rosisting or ohstructing an officer, = . K . . - -
‘eo:fclon. hazing. other similar UCR Part II org:nscs. 1 I n n 3 " 1" 4, , n n n 2.8
P
td .
Modurate Propertys Burglaries with loss/damage of 4 ', . . ) LN .
_ 810 or less and any other type of rmparty offense B - . t =
ven® lou/da-aqo of $11 to $250. 289 28 260 28% 308 260 2™ ‘30n 29 27 360 25v' | 28.2% ‘ OHD ~
L4 g A
Serious l‘romrtx Burglagies with loss/damage of, ” * J . P ¢
5 $71 to $250 and any othor property offensa with " . . . .
loss/damaga greater than $250. 31 3N 31 288 2N . N 298 27N 26% 240 218 23 28.0% /
= g < .
very Sarious Property: Burglarios with loss/damage . ¢ M ) . . ‘s -
¢ $250 or mro. - [ 158 . 19% 18% 154, 1N 187 178§ 16% 18y |g2 168 °f T 15V 200 17,18
2
s"'xoul Ppersonal: lha(nqd lobberlen and non- - ! - . ‘ .
aggravatedsassaults with “loss of §250 or less. 5% an | S . " £ 5% “" " 2® 5v . " 5y 3.9
Very SerioL¥ Porsonals Unarsed robbefies lnd non= . . 7 . ~
aggravated assaults with losses exceading $250 and < . .
all UCR Part I personal crimes including rape, o . . ' [ ‘ . A
atmcd robbefy, aggrivatod assault. " “ Sy " " w - " SW Y ey | sy 5 5 L
N .
K
TOTALS ’ h 1008 | 1008 | 1008 | 100%v §. 1000 | 100% 1000 | toos | 1oov | 100v 1008 | 1008 | 100.0% - w
B =
ol(unul are codod by IPA personnei from the narrative descriﬁuon of the o(fan:o connlnod on the, nxs fogms. Coding categories and rules are thgse used —
in the niform Cgime Reports, (UCR). Transfer cases are not included. N R
N
‘ . . ¢ ¢ ° -
. ' . i - . ’ : N
[Kc - ' S
- . " . ) - . . v
rullmr Aruttext providsd by enic | . Y 3 ~ . . ety ‘
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" ~ M ‘4 " TABLE 9. OFFENSE"HISTORY OF nxrzmw.s’ o 2 . Lo i R
L h £l
- y 2 T
= <d e Py N v e, Pid T
‘ . .. 7 . T v g . REFERRALS
caficoRY . [ bEe .| oan FEB , MR ARR MAY | Loung - ocrt "Rov TIROUGH
. e~ - \
. - J | & Cef . Hov. 0, 1980
I e -~ v
PRIOR OFPENSES (l'u( cases}| (g54) (178 (766) (861) (868)4 | t1m0) FNH3) S (597 (412) '\ |(14.700)
tona sos s4n 9~ si a9 B MY Y 530 aan b osia
- 200 168 - 21 Iv 230 IO i \
One J. 6 :‘ a 3 . t 20% 248 19998 o
- Y . P\ I
™ . - 108 11 12y tov ¢  SLUCINN DU 11 s 9¢ 12v \o,e\ .
‘Mrea ot more . 200 194 180 18 17 184 19v 184 v | 1 ,\9\:‘
s
TOTAL ) toov | toos 100% 1008 1004 1004 100% 1008 ‘| 1008 100 Oy,
TOTAL OFFENSES/CHARGES ’ N F " N b oL
“(F of casas) 1678) (810) \eoe) | (898 (902) (814) 4799 1g52), * (6395 o[ (15.432): \Sa :
. 2T < *
One a6y 893 90% 91y k%) 88y 90! . 9l t 1 - gey 89.0%
3 k3 PO i 9
™o 108 n " " 6% 8¢ n E 6y o T PN
Py < - . - - h *
" three or wote - A D 24 n “ n ™, T ERIN N
- 4 s L 4
- - B .. -
riTaL 100% 1008 1004 1004 100v 100% 100v 1008 1008 * \loo“:“v 1oos 100% o0 0y, - ¢
- = o = N
Avzrace mrsunr¥hE . ° . . T : e ',}.“5 ¢ y ’
PRIOR OF FENSES sf-1.40 1.37 .33 1.26 1.35 1.34 1.4 ‘1,18 ) 1.08 o 10 L& yl-28 1.0 -~ 1.57
L4 g . . .
AVERAGE NUMBIR OF % ° / ' Y & L .
OPFEUSES/CIARGES v b 12 139 1.15 1.16 1.21 1.18 1.19 s’ | 3. | ras xfas o oL
e _ - P 1, -~
. o - B
lm!lnltltxna and coding rules used on this table are as follows: Prior Offenses—-all delinquent acts coming tontho':ltte\ntlun of juvenile court Intake prior
to the lmmediate offenso; status offenses and traffic viclailons are not included, nor are llle@utlonl lcrqenea‘ont due todinsufficlent evidence. Total
Offenses/Charges--total number of separate criminal acts incorporated in the petition for the lmdlatq\o(!enu; tlo 0ffense should be counted. in this
category If it was counted as a prior'offense. fransfer cases arc not included in this analysis. . L] N 4 ,
. ~ *»
. as
o > \ ‘ . . .
* - ‘e - I3 ©
. o - 3 . o ] s, o
- N . - i, -
. —~ .- . - .. - h] . -
. ’ L, - e
- g, . . A . 5 -
. - . . 3 . ‘. . : - -
O €. 7 hd . EIN . ce » I P T, 5
3 > / 1 - e
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TARTE 10

y
REFERRALS
CUARACTERISTICS [CRANSE ERS) NOV THROWH
Al o ¢

INOV. 10, 1980
COURT STATUS (1 of cases) ¢ i .52
Ho longer under jurisdiction ﬁ ) )l.i\ ..
On probation or syw?rvxsion [£Y] \ K . 55,5y

Court-review stheduled (V) o, v 9.0

Other (V) 9.7

1 vFng with (a-lly, guardian, relatives (V) - a9.d\

Han - sccum -nu' of~ hnm‘plau-nent () 37

LIVING SITUATION (# of casos) N 5 i 11,358

Secure (lclllty ) . 19

" D N
Ibthur TS , . K 2.3%

TOTAL 100 0%
L
¥ o S PRGN B

« PUPLOYHINT STTWATION (# of cases) ~ 567 645 11,612

ot employed (Jes not want to work) (V) 61 294 304 36y 28+6%

tnerlployed (wants work but has no job)(v) | 1 220 260 29v 267 26 1
——— - - o M .
poployed (1) 25¢ [§ 26} 0 207 267 28.1v

Other (Ve LAY 184 16y 154 L 12v \ 17.0%

- TOTAL (. 104 100y 100v +| 100% 100v 100,0v
9

Y

RECONTACT (1 vl ca".n.-s) "‘..' 5t ] 608 624 553 768 s 6}3 o 11,241

Recontact for mnco-\pnancc (v) A K £1Y 8 [:1Y 6\ [1Y . 1Y [1Y S.7

Recontact on subsequant offense (V) 100 1 14 in 9N 9N 10v [:13 9 10.7%
A d 4 :

-
t» ZFubsequent contacts (v) 68y 853 854 A slv | 8N 86% ans 89 86% 87v 8N 85.{

r:nulu in the "wourt Status” categury may exceed 1uUv becuuse Sowe youths were on probation and had a court review scheduled. These youths weré coded into
both catcynries. Similariy, the entries under "Recontact with Loutt” caf excerd 100V gince some youths had a recontact hoth for noncompliance with the
%t}tuuon orders and for a &ubsequent offense.  These youthis wore *‘nm Loth of V«: recontagt Cateqorlqs..
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TABLE }1. LCROSSTABULATION OF SERIOUSNESS LZVBL"AND‘OPPDCSE msmmrl .

~

N , PRIOR AND CONCURRENT DELINQUENT OFFENSES KNOWN TO COURT orncm.‘2
SERIOUSNESS OF REFERMAL OPFENSE . =

1 2 4 5

—
Husbor of Cases s . .

Sy o
victimlesas Includes-traffic accidents or tickets, .
status offenses, drugs, alcohol, qnnblinqmui-

tution, and probation violagions. :

Minor Offensess Minor o!(cfueseno't casily classi-
ghd;al‘propcrty or porsanal, such as ‘disorderly
conduct. . -

Mlnor Prgvertxx‘ Ay proparty offense with loss/
damage of §10 or less except burgfary and arson. *

Minor Parsonal:; Resisting or obstructing ap officer,
coerclon, hazing, other similar UCR PART 11/0ffenses.
-

Hodurate Pro) ertyse Burqluiz and arsons with loas/
damage of 510 or less and any othor type of property *
offonse with loss/damage of $l1 to $250.

Serious Property: 8urglarjes and nr‘s(g\s with dloss/
damage of $§11 to $25Q and any other property offense

‘with .loss/damage greater than $250.

'yory Sorious Pr rty: Burglariss and arsons with.,
lou7dumqe of $250 or more. ° A

¥,
= Sc‘rlous Personal: +Unarfked robberies and non- .
aggravatod assaults with loss of $250 or lass.

very Sorious Pursonal: Unarmed robberles and non-
aggravated assaults with,losses exceeding $250 and
all UCR Part I personal. crimes including rape,
arped robbery, aggravated assault.

. TOTAL PERCENT , 45,61 214 11,94 7.4 3 2.9y 100.0%

o

- * - .
lollcnsel are coded by IPA pursonnel from the lnurrunye description of the offonse containad on the MIS Yorms, Coding categories and rules are those uscd ’

in thoe*niform Crime Reports (UCR). Transfer cases ars not included, N
~

-~
Ythese figurcs inclade prior offenses rosulting in & court contadt and concurcent offenses. Bo incident is counted both 43 & prior offense and s a
_concurreng of tanse.

¢
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@512 NUGLROP RITSRAAIS XD CAST COSURSS, BY PRASCT
. e L | rzmst MARCH AND! APR.:. -1 , sy
PROSEST |azrzagas ! EARLIER sl seez | oce Nov e
v 2| mT ¢ l 1o i c 1 el ¢, ¢
LOCAL GRANTS ’ . i
AR, Western qsnosm 2z es pas 2cl3 as|n 71 9 8 i 190 149
A, Ventura . w1s/719) 256 136 {62 s2 | sl e 10] 1 131 354 267 st
cr, Norvich 5/1/79 | 110’ 63 | 35 32 |39 se| 7 7|25 5 206 1es ;
e, Washington s/1e79| 200 107 165 L4 s2lio 2] 5 16 { 3246 268 .
2% Brovazd o. s/ [t 78053 32 | 63| 8 22| o 13! 28 208
GA, Cléyton*Co. ‘| oes21/19| 129 se [ B 4l 289 9] 9 4{ 198° 143 <
b, 4eh Justeial pise. | 4/9/79 | 416 256 [109 129 |79 105|36  32] 12 65| 7000 e21°
. 1z, Gitcago e | 1 BEEE 26 %2[ s uf 1 1712 %2
XY, Jé2ferson Co. 2/14/79| 169 li2 | B 42 ; 47 s2|1v 12y 26 10 297 228
*  lA, Yev Orleans | 47117397 7S 15 ] 43,30 |6< 55117 B2 42 a1 -
¥E, Omberland Co. T 16 L3 10 ]2z 207 8f o 7y 180 156 )
wd, Princf Geozge's Co. | 4/2/79 | 191 181 109 tc |73 “enj2e 12| 37 16 639 339 i
WA, Lynn 12/6/78) 187 a3 | ;)2 as| oo 4] 29 199 ( )
KA, Nev edford 1 | 83 ss |15 13| 7 1 o s{ o o]is 89 .
KA, Quincy ’ 11779 | 19 a6 fos a2 fed o )17 s | 11 13 | s9as 4s20 ‘
WA, westfield /31719 49 27 {15 16 ] 7 1o 2| o 6] 3 e
¥z, Wayne Co. ~ 4/'.2/79*|I 300 179 (226290 far 174 hos 93| se 4g iio3 sss
W, Hemnepin ®. \ © | a26/79) 938 56 {88 173 | 3 7oi 0 8 ;r o 6 |1033° sl6*
‘1, Pad Lake Regarvation| 2/28/80] 4 o] o o |'3 1] o 1f o or 7 2
w1, Washingzon . veasrafaoe 1s2 ol xsix 6 6 1 28 12
¥H, Concord |17m8f 25 9y o (3] ofo  of 0o o 15 12
Xo, Cander Co.° ;'L'./s/vs I a3s 228 ’ EEI ] ng‘s &5 !‘.7 Lir e ML AT T
O, Mams-Bréwn .5 S/ | 1 93 a2 7 si0  1' 1 oi 20 ")
o#, Geauga Co. 1/8/79 | 131 80 ;? HE ! 109 120 ! @ 22718 20 65 300 :
" cn, Hanilton oo spos |7 85 | % s e ]6 [0 8,19 1w v
T o tucas . /1779 [ 612 492 (64 T4 |96 99 :22‘ 21 | 12 26 ;1051- 919°*
L]
oH, St. Qaissville aayr9) 328 P72 ln 5! 2 o‘l T .
oH, swmit o (272779 Laor 289 'a9 "2 Jaz ushie 6 i1z 15 ' 43 297
0K, Cklahoma Co. $/3/79 L B 22 lez 25 les 7 20 8} 18 s |2ae 232
' PR, Rio Piedras : 2/29/79_l 14195 35 4 128 37 4 s| 2 120 178 .
SC, Curleston . | /%79 418 Lo (48 36 (37 0, 7 810 10127 234 ¢
=, £l raso Fis20/78 | 56 J10 14|~ 122 21 s ¢ 1100 7
VA, Newport lews 55/29’/79]0 6 r 2% s 8 46 £ g1 93, .
WA, Snohoaish % ti/8/9 | 96 Yo 12 o2 | o ° }'“6’ ol o o 9 /;6
WwI, Dane Co. fl2/1/78 140 101 g4z 35 37 27| 01 5 7 239+ 183¢
= faias .
{continuved) . L, . : v
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: (cont2nued) TABLE 12 ND CASE CLOSTRTS  BY PROJECTY
v v
e t b4 ! APRIL Ju st '
- N PROJEST ' REFERRAL EARLIER rTKRU JINE THRU T, ocT * + NOV
N l SATE , .
o 1€ ¢ ¢ 1 c 1 ¢l ¢
L STATDUISE GRuzs /) T < . P
Delavare: . ~ -
~
Xant Co. 31779 | 215 93 | 24 13 {2 - 2486 22178 26! 274 178
R Nev Castle Co. : 3419 512 150 {40 67 a2 e so] 2 4| o 3| s36 298
- w
Sussex Go. 32/79 1 172 100 | 16 25 [16. 24172y 9| o 4| 206 162
\ -
Dalavare Totals RN 899 367 | 80 105 |69 98|10 35| 8 33 Liose 638
Nevada, . M , ! * ‘e,
z Quzchill/landaz/ T ey . R
i Zureka Cos, * 1/9/79 2 0 7 1 1 6} 1 0 Q W1 -1 8
A Qark oo. 5/29/79 153 106 | 66 47 |36 solis 10
: ko oo, «‘st. 4 of 4 a3 gft1 -
G -
' Esseralda/dineraly / - . [ *
= ., Nys Cos., « sy H 4 o o© 1 1] o o 0 6 [
toboldt/Purshing Cos. | 1/26/80) 2 o f 5 2|6 703 ] 4] 1 f1 7 1e
a Lyon/Douglas Cos. - sr29779| 23 12 ] 63 16 21 5 el o, ot s4 s
"o " storey o, s/247791 15 8 | 2 s | %3 -6l < 1h o 4l 2 23
. Washoe Co. w7074 43 37 {18 17 | a1 s 2| 8 4 leis s
L o White pine/lincoln Cos{ 10/5/79| & 3 8 ¢ oloe o) o 11t 16" @,
‘_,‘ Nevads Totals . 255 170 J116 86 107 139,81 '. 27 | 20n 24.] 529 431
R e
- —
New Jersey: ’ i, - R _! . ; ! / ,.f .
. Atlantic Go. 12719079 30 2 {10 SisC-xpe glo o .
- . i
{ 1 = : v
seen o, ';(‘./79 [0 13 el Um¥nS T I
. . g A 5 1
| Burlington ca. Sl e a0 e W T 5T o BN 2
s - -
Cape way ©o. R % Y JE V < o Yo 7
Ombentand @. 2 |i/3g/e0] 2 010 o] o q:%. o] 6 o 2o
i = t 1
, - MR £ v i Cd T . 3 | ~ :
. g+ Essex Cog A, a1y 1 i 6 e 4) 2 90 ] s6 .12
. . -/ [ S o
N Hudscn’ Co. 9/33/79 | 33e 342 9 il 1 |6 . S| 4" 51 88 136
.. Qn:.dcn . . 4/17/840;3:,@/ c‘ > 040 olo ol % o 1o
o
..o seredd co. o 13228079 2 ¢ 26 ¥ 1 s o [ 9 3l 43
o ® i P R .
KA . T riddiesex Co. f9/14/29; 122 2730 2 s Ce3ls w\ 10 3. 8
SEE T T i Y
" -mondfitn @, Ivmas s ol 2] g lls 20 1 2! .42 20
T ccemn o, ) 924/79 ) 9 "0 113 o ‘7 1 0 “0o] 0 ol 2,
?/, Passaic Co, % < frwned 13 3146 o te . 1,01 2{ o o} a2
. t [} !
— Salea Co. 10/9779\1\27 /i 621 - 0)0 i 0 ol 4 8
Sussex-Co. - lepymo | o ti: o6'o o 5.0 R
5 = = L P . >
\%y%ﬁzs ;$ }247 6 231 SC 242 9s 49 28 24 " 19 693 217
- . B I © -y v
. {continued) -
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(continued) TABLZ 12. NUMBER OF REFERRALS AND CASE CLOSURES BY PROJECTY
PIRST MARCH & APRIL JuLY CUMTIATIVE
PROSEST acrepra, ! EARLIER | THRU JUNE|THRU SEPT ocT OV oL
. R CATE | 1 c T .cC I v Ccl1 c 1 c }-I <
New York:
. Nassay Co. 3/15/79) 269 167 | 69 69 | 86 641,20 .-22] 6 20| 450* 348¢
Suffolk . y29779) 126 72} 32 w20 25| 1 10| o ol 202 128
4
* vpun:.‘"ch( y2/me] 10 s7 ) 30 26 [ 31 a| 1 8] 2 15| 17Be 1sde
New York motal [ 485 296 [131 109 [137 130}22 40| 8 35| g30e e22¢
1
wmﬁm: N . R .
Benton/Trasxlin Cos. | 278,79 | 47 19l 11 13 {0 el o of 7 1] 79 sie
. * v
Qlazrk co. 872313 «7 11| 4 13-jrs 1s| 3 2] 5 4| 110 67
Grays Sarbor Co. * 3/2/79 4 148 7S |25 36 |32 26] 7 4f 5 10| 259 18e*
Xing Cp. s/x/19 222 160 {6t 86 b3 a9fis 6] 11 733 308 -
Yason Co. w9 32] 7 2] 4 w00 ol o o Yse e
Seattle 1275779 30 s |29 27 ]2 1|17 12} 11 8| 109 6
"
% - v
Mashington Totals »573 303 |173 195|119 12el40 46| 39 30 [1008c 758e
Wisconsin: ’
Afhland 5. sys/19 ) 22 | o 6 (%3 24 1 1] 2 o 2 23
arres &2 4/4/79 + 3% cjo o] o ol o o 4 3
2
Ciippeva Co. e | 46 2|9 st ule. s| 1 2] & @
ouglas Co. [erzame] 15 1} ¢ s]e spz ,ol ¢ 1] 3 1
Bau Cazze Go. “lsnmo} © sfes of 7 tfo 1l 1 1}l 13 3
rond du e clsawsl o of ¢ sz a3 ] 1] 8 3
SoyenBay - ot 3/29/-79; DYSECR “", 1y ja2 i3 & 5| s A
4 <2 v r oo
Xesosta o, {2726/0] 1 o]z |37 efie el s 6] 7636
wasashan Ca. l ;/;4/79! 4 " 2 5 l 3 :o‘; 3 xg 1 2; SE 48
s
o ¥ancninee Reservation ! 3679 I 79 a8 ) 7 i lu ' o [ } 1 st 98 g6
! 1] .
Sutaqante G, s/le/19] 37 16 9 119 15l 8 1| 3 4] 66 43
4 -~
o <
* facine Co. $/6/80 [ ¢ © [} 10 1 4 1 8 .0 2 6 24 18 -
Rock Co. ss7e | 2 211 1012 i 9 T s| L 3| 87 63
d ra
Halworzh O, 228l ¥ 41 s e[ 1 el o] ¢ o 20 4
Wisconsin Totals 357 199 llo2  s* Ix:s uslse 33 28 } 676 470

. . .

Entries .o the table represent MIS intake and ciosure forms {or cases referrec or closed
througn Novezmer 30, 1980 that were redeived at IPA by Januarny 9, 1951,

z‘meu projects are closed. . .

.chludu :nn:{c:l. .
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AMOWNT OF RESTITUTION,ORDERED, BY PROJECT

.

1

TYPE(S)

MARCH &
EARLIER

APRIL = JULY
THRY JUNE. THRU SEPT
!

|
. 1

. OCT

$$
C.S.Rra,
Vic.Ers

$17,994
145
28

«
$7,735

704
[

530,948
1,446
36

$s
C.S.Hrs,
Vic.Ers

$48,095
6,731
154

$16,431
1,116
0

$71,078
9,185
254

$$
C.5.8rs.
Vic.Hrs.

$14,988
2,596
0

pa

$5,701
1,208
0

$25,430
s,121
0

$$
C.S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

$2,769
13,037
20

$875
2,923
90

$4,982
18,790
110

$$
C.S.xrs,
Vic,Krs.

$44,309
3,308
45

$9,921
427
0

$60,610
4,267
ht]

CQlayton Co.

-

$$
C.S.Hrs.
Vie.Rrs.

§3,865
1,013

$2,072

368

S11,140*
1,808

4th. Judicial Dist.

$$
C.S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

$63,629
1,454
563

3,383
1,13
35

$99,022+
3,67€
[ale]

IL, Chicago

.

$$
C.S.Hrs,
Vic.HErs,

e
7

0

$7,588
0

0

$32,395
37
0

KXY, Jafferson Co,

$$
C.S.2rs,
Vic.Ers.

$30,290
1,196
212

$7,907
475
0

556,660
2,276
212 »

New Orleans
s

$$
C.S.Hrs,
Vic.Hrs.

$16,246
[+]

$7,636
83

$40,367
1,267

Qmberiand Co.

ss |
C.S.Rrs.
Vic.Hrs,

17,804
3,658
86

' $3,764
767
0

$24,054
5,011
89

Prince George's Co.
]

$s i
cus.tire. |
Vic.Hrs, '

$138,273

i2.534

$37,17°
4,821

$242,964
12,843

KA, Lynn

[
c.s.urs.’
Vic.Hrs.

25,233
877
24

$4,082
.2t
1f

'
1
i

$35,552
2,330
an

MA, New Bédford
,

$$
C.S.Exs.
Vic.Hrs,

$23,896
34
0

184,778
[}

[+]

$30,061
34
0

. Quincy

o,

$$
C.S.0rs,
Vic.Ars.

$52,403
5,791
307

9,616~
2,447
[

o
QW'}OO ) O O

588,473
11,588*
315

¥A, Westfield

“a$$
C.S.Hrs,
Vic.Hrs.

$6,135
263
0

§2.062
225
0

$9,262%
N
0

M, Wayne O,

$s
C.S.Rrs,
Vic.urs

$39,294
2,298
322

$11,698
3,508
0

& ®|OOO |O

o0
o &

556,929
12,868
322

K, Hennepin ng
ar
.

$$
C.S.Hrs,
Vic.Hrs

$94, 586
13,940
4o

$7,465
1,280
0

$103,164*
15,268
40

M,

»

Fad lake Reservation

.

$s
d.s.ars.

vic.Bes |

$2,125
[+]

9

0
¢
[+]

0ooo|ooo |o

- 824750

© 40
o

Washington &,

Lo
1C.S.RrS, |
‘Vic.Hrs, .

$13,740
2,391
328

i
[

$16,084
3,63}
363

(continuadr"

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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(continued) . TABLE 13. AMOUNT OF RESTITUTION ORDERED, BY ‘proJECT!
]
. 2ROJECT - MARCH & L APRIL 1 JuLy
o FYPE(S) EARLIER | THRU JUNE| THRU SEPT ocT KOV
2 0
NH, Concord p S8 $1,466 0 0 0 0
C.S.urs. 113 0 o 0 0
Vic.Hrs 20 0 [} 0 [
g
. N3, Camdan . - (33 525,709 56,402 53,681 51,305 5267 $37,364
- c.s.urs.} 7,337 1,580 610 255 150 9,932
vic Hrs 63 0 0 0 0 63
o, Adasa-Brown Cos. $$ 57,166 5757 §372 0 5440 $€,735
C.S.Hrs. 560 120 80 o 40 800
vic Hrs 40 0 [ 0 0 50
O, Geauga Co. s 527,768 $10,345 511,268 51,609 5625 $51,615
C.S.Hrs. 80 1,716 2,354 440 s07 5,097
Vic Hrs. 78 325 o 32 0 43 -
8, Hamilten Co. $s $38,282 $16,076 515,803 $5y939 0 §72,1024
C.S.Hrs. o 16 32 0 o 48
vic.Hrs 0 ] [} [+] 0 [+]
~ v v
H, Lucas (. 11 §71,012 $9.486 512,922 51,903 $3,023% | 5126,227¢
C.S.Hrs.| 1,080 445 1,138 200 ' 0 2,883
Vic.Hrs 16 0 0 ] ] 16 ‘
o/, St. Clairsville ss 54,538 | 5192 |$1,166 §535 5328 $6,759
C.S.Ers. 779 294 425 * 75 100 ~-1,673
vic.Rrs. 26 0 [+] 0 ] 26
cH, Suzmit Oo. s$ $66,391 515,643  §13,291 $6,027 $3,506 | 504,858
C.S.prs. o 0 0, e 0 [} 0
(4 vic.Hrs.! ¢ 4] 0 0 [+ [+ [+
¢K, Oklahoma Co. $$ $7,50z | s4,032 |s6,992 $922 5882 527,507*
C.S.8r3. 348 406 562 285 102 1,713¢
vic Hrs. [ . 0 10 0 0 10
PR, Rio Pledras $$ [ o o | ¢ 0 0
C.S.Rrs.| 16,867 3,906 | 5,080 322 193 26,368
vic Hrs 162 [} 0 o 0 162
$C, Charleston (] -0 sl o I° o o ‘o
C.S.Hrs.| 13,904 3,789 | 2,028 HH e18 [ 2i,081
, Vic.Hrs. 0 [} [} 0 0 [
TX, E1 Paso s $11,308 54,384 |52,169 s252 53,300 $22,413°
C.S.Hzs.| 3,434 200 700 160 500 €,754°
Vic Hrs. 2 s 0 S o G
VA, NewpQrt News s 514,517 54,541 | 81,789 51,358 5977 §23,182
C.S.E3. 845 362 64 120 80 1,470
vic.Hra < o [+ o 0 9
WA, Snohozjsh Co.> ss ' | 536,446 Js34er ° 0 0 536,794
C.S.Hrs. ] ¢ 0 ‘o , a 0’
- Vic Hrs. 3 0 Q o] ] ]
- ¥I, Dane Co, $$ i 523,544 $5,773 54,076 52,222 51,270 £37,588°
- : c.S.nrs.| 1,203 1,937 430 338 { 225 4,130
C . Vic.Hrs 0 c v 0 [4 0 o
STATEWILE GRANTS / . .
Delaware: N - \ .
- Fant Co. s $20,984 | s2,282 |s3,521 51,18 5326 $2¢8,238
. ¢ ' C.S.Hrs. 3,066 f° 215 235 19 200 3,733
Vic.Hrs. S0 0 0 0 [+ 50
New Castle Co. §s - ) $34,864 52,414 }51.944 $40 0 $39,262
o . C.S.Hrs. | 21,462 1,828 | 1,072 100 0 24,462
. ~ Vit Hrs. 66 [ 98 <3 0 164
Sussex (. ss $10,442 $2,546 {51,276 |s1,75¢ ~o $16,016
C.S.Hrs. | | 2,659 295 300 2t ° 3,279 .
vic.Hrs. 25 ) 40 Lo ° 65
(conti:fm"-d) . ' . ' »
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-~ {continued) TASLE 13. AMOUNT OF RESTITUTION ORDERED, 8Y PROJECT,
|- ! i -
s PROJECT flmRESmeate L oaem | gy ;
- atns ! : r1ER_ ! THRe Jove! tHRr sEpt’ ocr Nov
3 .
Selavare Totals s 566,290 $7,249 | $6,743 52,908 ~| s326 $83,516
. C.s.iies.| 27,188 2,338 1,607 144« 200 31,474
Vic.Hrs. 141 [ 138 [+] (] 279
.
Sevada: \ - !
Sevaca . .
hurchill/Landes/ s 5468 5292 5100 $40 0 $900
Pureka Cos. C.S.urs. 0 100 0 o [ 100
Vic.Hes. ] [+] , 0 0 (/] .0
. v Clark o. s $27,811 . $14,747 | $7,430 |$3,444 $2,337 $55,769
. C.5.Hrs. 288 , 192 36 0 40 556
Vic.Hrs. ° L, o o - o o
Elxo Co. ss 5462 $124 $336 545 20 | 51,567
- C.5.8¢xs, ] 0 0 0 + 0 ' 0
° vic.firs. 0 0 0 o /4 0 0
. Esperalda/Mineral/ ss 52,410 0 0 o 7 0 $2,410
Nye Cos. C.S.Hrs. REERE 0 " 156 [ o 156
. Vic.Brs. 0 e |, 0 ‘o [ 0
* Huaboldt/Pershing cos.[ ss 5996 | 9 s453 5240 s491 s138 52,29
. C.S.Hrs. 0 0 2 64 0 88
R Vic.Ers. "0 0 0 0 ¢ 0
Lyon/touglas Cos. o 5§ $4,219 $2,783 | 2,231 §525 0 9,758
G.S.Hrs, 780 260 | - 465 200 0 1,705
Vic.Hrs. [+] 0 30 0 | 0 30
storey . ss 52,228 $328 5802 I 5462 4 [ $3,820°
4 M C.S.ars. 20 0 0 0 0 20
| Vie.krs. [ 0 o | [ ol o
s :
¢ Waghoa Co. s 54,827 $4,44¢ | 54,546 51,060 $1,504 | s$16,375
C.S.Hrs. 0o 160 184 ! 0 240 584
' Vic.Ars. 0 0 0 ' . o 0 0
- »
e White Pine/Lincoin cos] ss- 52,.19 o | s5,187 | o [ o .26
CiS.Hrs. [+] [+] 16 | s 0 0. 16
Vic.Krs. o 0 o 0 e 0 o
*
Sevada Totals ss $45,560 !$23,771 120,866 [$6,067 | $3.978 | $109.343-
. c.s.Mrs. | 1,083 712 881 264 280 3,225
. Vac.mrs. ! 0o \ [} 30 [} [} 30
N ter S
. Sew Jerseys - ' . L
Atlantic o. 5§ $2,741 ¢« 5974 1 51,572 0 is_ 0 5,287
C.S . Hrs., us i 30 75 0 0 s21
: . [Vie.nrs. ! [ [ 0 0 0
Bc:qcf Cb. ' $s $7.661 | $7,804 | 2,730 . 53,982 $2,09t 4 s2¢,268
C.S.Hrs. | 1,560 l 1, :oo 2,140 340 200 5,540
A \ Nic.Hrs. , 100 : 0 0 - .0 100
Burlingtonv Co. “ss $5,328 ~7 s1,3¢b. 152,757 $502 ) $9,927
-
‘f.s.Brs. 418 f 26% 285 ;.  so. [T 3 1,036
L Mic.irs, 28 ; 160 ' s | 0 . 0 228
. R 2
Cape May Co. fosse $3,924 5497 0 o | o | 54,421
k.s.ars. 3, | 0 of i, o 0 30
. Mic.Hrs. t oo | o, 0 0 o o,
- Gumberland o ss - s168 ¢ 0 o T o 166
C.S.1rs. o | 0 0 o |T o ¢
N » Vic.Hrs. o | 0 0 2 . o 4
. :
hE %o | $4,387 . 52,203 1 $6,29¢ {5,464 $230 | $14,%9¢
) Tasex C.s s, | 12 00 | o | los | o ! st
. ‘C.S.Hrs. | 312 T 100 ) 104 . H G
Vic.urs. | ~ 0 x o.! o o o ¢
. N -~
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{cont inued) TABLE 13, AMOUNT OF RESTITUTION ORDERED, BY PROJECT .
1 -
ROTE WARSH & ) APRIL .| JuLY :
broozes TR papirem '-am.- JWNE lmw SEPT| oCT | BV
Hudson Co. ss. $8,560 16, 038 $5,274 | $2,4n3 | 51,382 $23,653
- C.S.Kxs. 100 713 484 v c 0 1,297
Vic.Hrs. 0 0 0 o 0 0
Huntardon Co. ‘ss 0 $312 0 0 0 $312
c.5.8r8. 0 0 o 1 0 0 0
Vic.Ars. o o o o 0 0
percer <. s$ $11,942 | $4,785 | 52,893 | 51,021 | $2,488 $23,129
€.S.Hrs. 133 243 38 76 15 . s02
Vic.Hrs. 0 8 10 2 0 12
€ .
Hiddlesex Co. ss 52,051 | $2,167 $350 $583 5358 $5,509
. c.5.8c8. 100 0 155 170 110 535
Ve ’ Vic.Hrs. 0 0 0 0 0 0
Monmouth Co s$ 51,678 | 54,094 ,852 ° [ $8,624
C.5nHES. 2,132 6,129 2,757 1,520 345 12,883
H c.Rrs. o 2 0 ° ° 0
ocean . ss 5473 5315 $920 N 51,508
p 0 0 0

[

[

Passa_:.c .

500

510,885
650
150

§1,8%3
757
80

-

« Sussex Oo.

[s e o)

coco

547
0
3

New Jersey Totals

Vic.Hrs.

55,975
6,221
358

$25,805
9,147
160

$26,266
5,951
50

$135,589
25,249
570

ue Yew York:

Nassau

$$
C.5.Hrs.
vic.4=s.

$54,878
128

o4

$8,512
63
¢

$12,359

$1,184

$88,044*

" Suffolk C.

‘Vic.urs.
1]

$23,225

o
122

511,036
¢

[

ostate Cos. ss-ei| 524,202 | s7,088 9 s2,617 s28 Y} su4s $34,221%
.? . C,S.Hrs. 242 60 o 0 0 302
vic.Hrs. 0 [ 37 9 0 37
New York Totals 5§ 102,315 527,036 522,157 153,693, |S$1,329 | 5169,94&
i C.5.Hrs. 370 123 50 2 o L 553
vic.Hrs. 121 0 37 0 0 158
4
Washington: ‘ ‘
< Q
_ Benton/Franklin Cos. ss s8,051 | s2,320 | 525002 0 $1,023 s13, 71
P C.S.Hrs. 2,373 163 150 0 265 3, 131-
. vic.Hrs. ° ° 0 .0 0
Qark . ~ | ss $17,662 512,671 | 53,324 is1,07C - | $197 | §34,924
c.S.Hrs. | 2,545 750 0 o 13 .4.5
. . vic.Hrs . ot o0 0 o 9
* Grays masbor Go. . | 5§ 511,990 5992 | 3,408 5853 5622 s1e,663%
le.s.nes. 7,045 1,525+ | 2,40 a5 370 13,5%5¢
Vic.hrs. ° o 0 ° . o~

c{continued)
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(continued) TABLE 13. AMOUNT OF RESTITUTION ORDERER,. BY PROJECT!
| MARCH & APRIL vy - P
ProSECT =TSy - . 8
- e ' )" parezer i THRU JUNE THRy SEPT  OCT Nov 2073
Xing Co. R 5§ 528,401 . $5,483  s§1,£39 0 s:,366 |- 536,789 ¢
, C.S.Hrs.| 11,207 2,91 2,015 |, 723 i‘ 591 17,452 o
) viers.] < o o i o i o | o |. 0 %
3y —— | § R i
Ma . $s *| s3,007 [ s26 | o [ $5,043¢
4 . C.S.Hrs. |’ 5,935 600 170 + o [ 48,4557 .
. vic.urs. 0 0 °o | o | 0 0
Pl . | 3 i
Seattle ss $1.596 s1;071 ! 51,107 !52,926 5816 $7,516
. c.s.Hrs.| 1,512 1,373 f 1,315 | 170 338 5,365
Wwe.Brs.y O 0 | . o | 0 0 0
+ -
Mashington Totals s$ . | $70,707  1522,468 [$11,403 |54,250 $4,002 | 516,686
i “ lc.s.mrs.| 30,617 7327 | 620 | 1,08 1,691 51,403
Vic.Hrs. [ [4 [ j 0 [ 0+
n
Nisconsin: ‘
!
Ashlapd &, ~ s$ 52,677 0 $267 550 5165 $3,159
c.s.frs. 306 0 70 25 25 426
Vic.Hrs, D ¥4 0 0 . 0 40 | 47
2 . ;
Barron (o, s$ s1, 07 4} 4} ] 0 s1,317
C.S.Hrs, ] 0 0 0 0 0
. Vic.Ers, o] 0 . 0. 0 0 0
Chippeva Co. ss 511,560 +s8es | 52,838 |s1,923 $1,500 | 518,704 »
C.S.Hrs, 80 0 161 0 o 241,
. . Vic.Hrs, 147 %0 16 0 20 253
fouglas . ss $2,579 s934 4 s1,765" s:g%, { sses $6,186
! C.S.Hrs. "} 0 0 ! 4} ]
: Vic.Ers.|  3fs . ° o L0 0 325
Fan Claire o, ss | O TR TR I ; 3 sg%g‘ 387655
.5 Hrs. o , * o0 [ [ I ‘o [
- 0 0 .
- Vic.Hos. | 2 3 Q ° 3
Fond dd lae ss /1 0 $753 | $874  [$3,738 | $3°3 s, 738
fosah~ o o | 0 "o ' 0 0
- VieMss.y 0 00000 e L0,
Green Bay s 51,902 $5.87¢ § $3,557 | s463 «<,705 | $23,503
- , lc.s.Brs. | 1,330 ¢ s, 645, 00, 100 | 2,493
\Vic.Hrs. 8 o 16 ¢ [ 1€
Xanosha Co. $s 85, | 55,363  $5,886 $2,872 Is1,a37 | os16,343
C.§.Hes, 361 | 1188 1,527 | 300 ! udo 3,498
' viewges.) 0 0 ! T o oy 11 | ! 17 N\
Marathon Co. Ty oss 1522,924 $1,7%6 | 51,891 | $968 | N$820 528,379
> - i { i .
C.S.Hrs. 4 0 ) o 5 0 ! 0 L0
. Vic.ars. | 0 l 108 | ol o | 0 joe
! ! ;
Mencmines Raservation | Ss, |S11,93 | se1> © s322 | 6 | si7 T siz.51% .
Q.5.Mrs. | 158 ! 137 6 0 N0 | 10 661
Vicines. | 28 o ! o 0 ! o 1 28
R
Cutagaiie &, C e | $9.706 : $2,026 : 53,595 isz,ase ©$377 518,200
; Pt M R B B e B
tic.frs, | 7 o o o 0 : 17
Mcine . ss ® 0 . s2,a46 - sa73 | 5193 | s369 ! sa,oa% .
N © fels.urs. ) o v o o ! o 0 ! .
. Wic.Hrs, ' °o i o o o o ! 0
. . o« i
70¢k Co. s 515,353 1510,870  $7,735 55,080 $315 7 539,363
' ie.S.Hos. 222 o o0, 0 1 o 222
- Vic.krs. . o I Yo ¢ o | o i 35
Walworzh . 55 459,265  * 5200 5845 0 0 510,310
C.S.Hes. o . 170 0 0 Yoo 170 ¢
T Vie.Atds, " Lo 0 ) 0 -0 ° .
- \
(conzinued) . . LI
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continued) TABLE 13. AMOINT Of SION O D, BY PEOTECT

i 1 i ] RS el
MARCH APRIL .  JuULY [ oAt

’ PRIJEST A ; PO pinie | sy Jt...'THR'J sEPT ocr Nov st

- = l -
Wisconsin Totals $$ $99,331 334.121 $33,122 l $18,401 $9,274 194,249
. C.S.8r3. 2,472 1,580 2,759 | 625 275 7,111
’ vic.Hrs. 599 193 32| 17 Q 841
-
e
. * ' .
< . 3 .
, . JEntries in the table represent MIS intake and closure forms Hx cases referred or closed

through Novesxber 30, 1980 that were Ieceived at IPA by January 9, 1981. The abbreviation
“C'S Hrs." refers to unpaid cqrmunity saervice hours, "Vic.Hrs." refers to unpaid vaictam

service. — .
J - .
2‘mcn projects arg closed.
) . . .
Includes transfers. '
'
3
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TABLE 14.

’ )
AYOUNT OF R&S?!Tm!g}{ PAID AND WORKED BY Pmﬂl

TYPE(S)

MARCH &
EARLIER

APRIL
[THRU SUNE

$$
C.S.Hrs,
Vic.Hrs

130
25

$1,494
]

0

v}
RU'REPT | OCT - NOV
]

$5,253
656

a 8

$413

$425
122
0

$$
C.S.Hrs.

Nvic.firs

v
$4,683
13045
o,

I’ s8,138
1,366
0

54,809

240
[+]

$s
C.S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

§840
. 1,038

$4,939
1,836

]
108

$$
C.S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

$640
2,297
‘ 0

$397
2,856
10

$562
423

$$ -
C.S.Ars.
Vic.Hra,

£0

$4,478
603
(1]

$5,185
% 518
g

$18,230
2,845
—S0

Clayton .

$s
C.S.Hrs.
Vie.Hrs.

601
O

$1,328
267
0

$833
267
0

[}
,$3,228
1,324
1]

4th Judieliad pist,
ilvu—»n'“‘d

$$
€, S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

$14,791
744
402,

$5,492
437
45

$7,373
496

42

$43,314Y
1,945

489

.

(:dc«nga‘r‘3

$$
C.s.Hrs,
Vic.Hrs.

$333
0o

]

$410
10
]

$1,707
0o

]

$2,079

Jefferson Co.

$$
C.S.Hxs.
Vic.Hrs.

$15,595
833
Q

.$5,919
420
106

$9,332
154

s

$2,514
]
0

$$
C,S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

$3,777
0"
0

$3,777
0o

0

' 55,992
155
o

$2,844
80
0

$$
C.S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

$8,542
1,660
22

451,298
0

1]

$2,847
458
9

$289
245¢

$$

Prince George's Co.

C.S.Ers,
Vic.Hrs.

$18,797
5,531
[+]

$7,943
643
[+]

$16,266
1,898
[+]

yma

$$
lc.s, Bz,
IVic. Hre.

$5,428
)]
&

! $2,867
187
o]

$4,706
64
16

Bedford

$$
C.S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

$9,828
. 34

' $2,281
| 0

:1,832
0

-

$$
C.S.Hrs.
Vic.Ers.

$13,020
2,813
s 307

$5,154
1,580
]

$1,884
342
«0

$33,928¢
6,595¢
558

Westtield

$s
C.S.trs.
Vic.Hrs.

$2,116
185
0

$1,501
146
[o}

$1,004

56,6170
49%
0

Wayh: Oof

55
C.S.8x3.
vic.Hrs

$9,488
234
30

$7,296
1,783
0"

$3,302
219
-0

ls27,217

" 3,069
30

Hennegin Co.

s¢ "
C.S.Ars.
Vic.Hrs

'$28,675
8,66~
40

$5,324
968
0

$902
8

$46,331%
12,419
. 40

Red lake h‘cmum

-$$
C.S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs

$40
[}
0

|
!
7

y

s211
]
0

Washington b;

$s
C.S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

$1,435
415

0
[}
o
kel
[}
[}
[}

T

!

$6,74
2,751
356
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{continuad) < TABLE-I4  CAMOUNT-OF RESTITVTION
k4 . T = - A t1.
.o .t .
PROSECT j TYPE(S)| MARGH & | ORI o
. [ L o CHEARUIER IPMRU.SUHE
R, concord’ , LSS ~ds219 |t 51007 4 -
Csmrs} T -0 | 4
. N Vic.Hes |- o 1-. "o |°
' W, camden Q. s§ ©$9,833 [ 3,208
C.S.Hrs.} - 5,551 965
i~ Vic.Rrs. 30 [
CH, adams-Brown Cos. s * 84,1147 $845.
. C.S.Hrs. b 288 \ 160
. . Y vic.Hrs. 40 ‘¢
. — T = ~ oan P o £ s .
4 o, Cesuga ©2 N s .| s10.846° ! 54,549 [ 519,559 L8363 1 -51,248+1 535,961 - -
I'd C.S.Rrs. 0 m 1, 85¢ %0 | ° 88, 3,822 .
. ‘ ' vic.Hrs. 78 0. - 126 ‘0 0 204
. ‘ od, mamilgon . ss | ss.406 | 52,52 | 6,645 | 52,913 | $3,048 | 523,535 -
. ) * C.S.Hrs, o o t- 0 o, _o 0 °” .
: Vic,frs. o b o I [} -0’ o] .- -9 - ST
[] > - - - P
oH, wcas®to. . s $37,070  fs11,0%3 fsi3,zaz [“s4,182-) s3.603 0533,953:: L
R . ¢.S.Ees.| 1,030 . 4 ss7 |~ 216 o 24 f.r 332187 ¢ .
« - vic.frs. 16 ox} L, o04-L o =i 16° s
o, st. Cairsvitle ss [ $2,493 $2,286 , s1io. o~ $65¢ |- $¢,583 .
e £ C.S.Hrs. 612 255 175 .0 175 1,217 .
. vic.Hrs, 16 o 0 - i 0 7 18 -
. o, Summit O, ss  1397.299 [s14,600 1s14.350 | 1,348 [ s4,186 | s91,78<
) C.S.Hrs, 0 L0 0 To .0 0
. Vic.tre. o a 0~ 0o 1° ot " o .
— =
, OF, Cklahcza Co. $$ 1 51,599 $1,631 | s2,066 $752 $63 1 $9,232° .
. C.S5.Re8, .2 - 56 278 60 "2 450 ' N
' Vic.Rrs, o) 9 0 0 1 . N
PR, Ao Pledras . ss 0 o], o ° ° o
C.S.Rrs. - 10,254 3,648 4,067 898 20 | 18,887
: A vie.Hrs. 213 ° 0 0 0 213 !
S i
SC, Charleston $$ ] 0 [} [/IE N ] [}
- , c.s.urs.|  e,088 2,880 2,683 397 724 | 14,772 ‘.
. vic.hrs, [+] 0 0 [+] 0 0
. X, B Paso ss & ss,080% | s2.08r | s2.623 b s3%0 o | 512,070 -
. . c.s.urs. ! 2,686 525 300 5 0 £,042° .
A 4 Vic.trs 3
VA, Newpor: News $$ s6,342 | sq,508 } 57,086 $921 $365 | $18,019
: ) C.S.Rz3. 600 | 145 246 208 156 | 11352 -
- s tVig.Hzs, 20 MR S < ] <
WA, Snohoxdsh o.° oss  lsis,ee | osap: | . o w0 | o | 520,400 )
: : C.S.Hrs. 0 2 0 o ! 0 L0 -
. vic.Hrs. 0 ] [ 0 i 0 2
-
' ,WI, Dane O $s $12,827 $3,3% | $3,667 0 $504 | 512,829 ‘
‘ . C.S.Hrs. | & 299 828 1,1%0° 0 340 2,657
. viec.Rrs. . 56 0 40 °0 0 9¢ .
s 9 - . - e
STATEWIDE GRANTS . W
SN - .
Delavare : L4 .
e _ Xant Co. $s $4,725 $831 | s2,350 | $1,800 ! $1,155 | slo,e6l -
M - C.S.Hre, 1,137 200 324 285 140, 2,086
- ‘ Vic.Krs. 75 o b [ o | [ . 75 \
. New Castle . s $8,292 s2,761 | 52,874 s172 s25 | s14,224 © ¢ .
e . . C.S.Hrs. | 5,046 2,578 1,739 ¢|, . 75 70 9,508+
Vic.Hrs. 89 0 9 25 O‘ 4] 114 N
Sussex . * s $3,536 $450 $853 $862 $318 | $6,119
c.s.mfs, | 1,080 .38 335, 115 [ 1,925
. v Vic.Hrs. 28 PR 6 o b 0 = 65 o .
. | - f .
\ - lcontinved) ' . e
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) - {continved) TABLE I4. TAMOUNT OF RESTITUTION PAID AND WORKED BY PROJECT'
B . - T N A=
. - MOTEST - _ wepz(s)] MARCH & | APRIL ¢ gumy ! Jemamqznin
. ~ EARLIER [THRU JUNE THRY SEPT | . wov | TOTALS
) oo -
Delaward t5tils - ss $16,553 | $4,042 $6,077 | $2,834 $1,598 | $31,104
L . . C.S.Hrs, 7,263 3,173 2,398 475 * 210 | 13,519
v - - - Vic.Hrs. 189 ] 65 ] 0 €254,
o - 4
- Nevada1s - . )
- Churchill/Lander/ ss [ $234 | 5109 [ $40 s383
e . Eureka Cos. C.S.Hrs. 0 [} 100 0 ] 100
- Viec.Krs. o [+] [*] [+] [+] [*]
CQazk . | ss $14,678 | $4,397 [510,198 | $3,286 ! $2,439 | 534,988
. C.S.Mrs 16 228 97 -0 | o 3% .
- Vic.Hrs. 0 0 * 0 i 0 0 o
. e
- ‘mxs . . sse P) $230 $900 | - $iio 0] $1.240
- C.s.ars.] ~ 0 o o o o -0
. Vic.Ers. 0 < 0 .o 0 0 ‘o
Zsmaralda/Minaral/ $s $1,242 ) $750 [ [ $1,992
© lye Cos. C.S.Hrs. o [ 0 0 0 0 .
. vic.Ers. o o o o 0 0
- .
- L)
. hamboldt/Pershing cos.| ss ° seg 51,426 5175 s8¢ | 1,973
. C.S.Hrs. 0 0 24 [ 0 28
. . Vie,2rs. ° ° 0 0 0 [
Lyon/Douglas Cos. s 52,788 $586 $2,419 | $780 .S180 | $6,753 .
- 3 4 210 152 500 83 0 944
. ]¢.5.mrs. J4
Vie.mrs.| .- © 0 0 o 30 %30
. Storey Co. $s 5648 430 51,161 $40 $415 | 52,694
C.S.Ers.| < 20 o 0 (3 o 20
Vic.urs. '] [+] [ 4 [*] ¢ « 0
Washoe Co. ) s $3,375 | $3,083 $4,813 s2¢x | s700 | s12,182
C.S.Hca. 0 0 344 o ! o 344
. - |Vic.mzf.| ¢ % 0 o o | . 0. 4 -0
=
. « White Pine/Lincoln cos! ss $844 s708 0 ° $586 | 52,138
. . C.S.urs. ! 0 .0 0 0 0 0
. Vic.Hrs. [*] [ Y ) [+] L] /]
3 ]
. Nevada Totals | ss $23,575  |59,716 |$21,776 | $4.632 $4,444 ! $64,143
- C.S.Hrs. | 246 378 1,685 83 0 1,768
. . |Vic.Hrs, ¢ 0 [ 0 s 0 ? 0, -
- ! .
. : New Jerse - ! . - o
Nev Jersey: i R
Atlantic . - ss . s7§ ™o $63 [ [} s168
. C.S.Rrs. 4} 0 [} 0. 4}
‘Y Vic.grs. 0 0 0 0 0 *o
. ! $ > 4
Bergen . R $s ) $633 $3,021 s414 0! s4,068
.£-S.Hrs. ] 50 1,190 0 ss0’ | 1,820
Vic.mrs. o- o o o p o
Foeame
« Burlington Co. $s ss16 T stes ! ssan $585 $331 | 52,160 .
. . c.s.Hrs. 1 g 113 135 . 40 60 348
. Nic.nrs. 0 0 . 40, ° ? 40
Cipe May . s s1ps | 81,028 .0 ) 0, ] s1.140
. - £.5.nxs. o o o o o -0
- Vic.nrs. ° o ° ° ° °
Sk )
. e
. .Cmberlasd Co. I 1 4 .0 o o I
- \ " ES.mrs. .0 0 0 0 o0f , 0 =
o ¥ie.mrs. | [ 0 5 o 0 4 %o
P Ipex . o %l ss 1 - o ! s 133 | 0. sen
X v ™ e, l 0 ' T 0 99 oy 2
R . ¢ Melurs. i ! o o i, ] 0 0
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{continued} TABLE 14 AMOUNT OF RESTITUTION RAID AND WORKED BY PROJECT
0y

PRCITCT TypE(s)| MARGH & | APRIL,
EARLIZR  [HRU Jup

o

—_— -

—
Rudson Co $$ s'f:o:o
: C.S.Hrs. 0

Vic.Hrs,

Huntaerdon Co. $$
C.S.H:s..
Vic.Hrs,

Yercer ®. $$
C.5.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

Middlesex Co. * $$
C.S.Hzs.
vic.Hrs.

G
Fonmouth Co. $s

' C.S.Hrs,
Vic.Hrs.

$s
C.5.H4rs.
vic.Hrs.

Passaic Co. $$
C.5.Hrs.
Vvic.Hrs.

$s
C.5.Hxs.
vic.Hrs.

Sussex €o. ss°
" C.S.Hrs.
Vic.Hrs.

Ney Jersey Totals 7 K 1 517,420
-9,016
42

)

s s17,218 $40, 350%
c.S.Rrs, 0 24 pos
vie.Hss. 5 0 3%

Suffolk Co. S} S‘.Z“ $12,416*
C.S.urs. 4 0 o
Vic.Hrs, 0 ]

vpstate Cos. s§ $9,436 | §24,457%
C.S.Hrs. 0 122 o 122
Vic.Hrs. 8 6, 24

New York Totals $s $33,563 $14,045 | $17,157 $77,223
' ' |e.S.Brs. el 2% 146 , 110

i -~ vic.Hrs. 38 0 62

, Washington: »

Benton/frankiin Cos. ss 52,449 $7.531
h c.S.urs, 593 1,506+

vie.drs. 0 0

Clark G, ss 5964 512,032
c.5.4rs, 288 5 0 943
- vic.Hrs. 37

Grays Harbor On. ss'% | si,030
c.s.mrs.| 3313
vic.Hrs. |h 0

{continued) |
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{continued) TAMLE 14. AMOWNT OF l@x‘xm!m PAID AND WORKED BY PROJBCTl
[} . v
? - - MARCH & APRIL JuLy
roszez L TYPEIS)| parren | TRy June THRY SEPT: ocT NV
— .
Kag Co. c :‘ $3,525 $3,360 (S1,616 . $300 0o | $8,801 ¢
;S-Breel 3,628 1730 | 1,634 234 29¢ 7,517
- Vie.Res. 0 0 0 o | 0 0
Hasen Co, is $1,000 $1,907 $402 0 0 $3,541¢
: C.s.ues.| 1,933 1,515 90 0 0 5,233
Vig.urs. [} ] ] ] 9 * 0
Seattle - s§ s4a1s 5268 $80 5165 $50 $978
C.S.krs. 64 1,056 568 235 ,190 2,113
Vic.grs. ] ] ] ] ] ]
Mashington Totals Y $10,383 | $11,058 | 8,840 $7,259 | s1,262 | $39,909*
C.s.mrs.| 9,826 6,883 | 4,587 794 936 25,549%
vic.ars. .37 599 [ [ 0 636
Wisconsin: . L. -
Ashland . ss ™} os1,1: 1,203 $398 o [* [} $2,775
C.S.Mrs. S6 40 ] S0 o [} 146
. Vic.hrs. 47 o 0 o s 0 47
Barron .2 ss 164 0 [ 0 0 s164
. lc.s.mrs. 0 of{. o [} 0 0
4 - - Vic.Hrs. o [+] (1] 0 0 0
Crippeve 0. ss $3,554 $1,074 [ $5,173 $243 0 | $10,044
C.5.xc3. 30 o | - 25 7 P! 171
vic.aws.] 188 0 106 o, 0 241
Douglas . $s - s150 5304 $692 [} $498 $1,644
= C.S.nrs. [ 0 [ [} [ 0
vic.Rrs. ° ° 9 c o 9
v Y
fau Claire Co. s [ 0 [ $200 0 $100
C.S.Hrs. [ 0 0 0 [} 0
; vic.trs. ° 0 0 5 0 0
. rond du wE" T ss [ ¢ $99 $275 | $500 €872
C.S.hrs. o 0 0 o | o o
¢ vic.urs, 4 ’. 0 [ [ [}
. -
- Green Bly ss ~ | $5,57¢ | $3,583 1$3,657 ! $192 [ $1,968 , ! §14,945
N c.5.trs. 684 | 396 4 295 150 | 175 | 1,695
o Vic.Hrs. o ! o ° o 16 1 e
. ; .
Xenosha Co. 55 0*: $716 $2,379 s34 1 su3 e B
c.S.aks. ! R 1, se1 | 63 | 35¢ '+ 100 ' 1,680
T * vic,urs, ! o 9 o o o °
Marathon @, [ ss $8,792 1 SL4% 1$7,137 | s183 $673 | §18,259
‘ C.S.krs. 0 | 0! o f* o | 0 0
A vic.urs. | o 0] 100 0 ! [ 100
w -~y *
Mencaine¢ Raserveticon | $S | $3,718 bosiez Dsiaae | sa:2 | sies $5,745
_lc.s.ures. 52 ¢ [ 2 ¢ 14 ] us | 631
vic.hrs, | 6 17 (o0, 6 L o ! o { 1
. Outagania ¢, s$ | $§3,029  $1,530 j 52,851 se66 i $635 @ $8,111
C.S.HKrs. , .0 i [ o | 0 ‘ 0 0
N vic.urs. 17 7 oo 0 [ [} 17
Racine Co. [ ss o 0 | 5108 !s..e9 | o | 916 | s2,92
le.s.hes o o ] [ [ [
le. .
| - Vic.Rrs, ; [} } [} [} ; [ ! [} ; ]
fock Co. ss i $7,185 | sl.ee6  $4.997 | 82,73t | 52,483 | 519,269
.S.Hrs. ) 152 3 0 A o ! 182
Wic.Hrs. 35 i 0 o ¢ . [ k]
Walvorth Co. < g5 ' $4,553 ¢ o Lo 0 54,553
. C.S.krs, [ .c o - o [} 0
} U vic.Hes. o 0 0 2 0o 0 ¢,
n,leon:xnu.d) - .
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!cemtinmd) TABLE 14 AMOUNT OF RESTITUTION PAID AND WORKED BY PROJECT
1 [l «
E | - crniATrT
, PROSECT P MARCH & APRIL | JuLY | ' e
RE ; Es) EARLIER F'H.RU JUNE | THRY Sml. | vy ' nOV TYeRE N
Wiscénsin Totals ss $37.893 | s11.951 | $30,727 | $4,413 | $8,201 , $93,225
oo c.S.lrs. 974 1,084 1,278 742 462 4,50™ A
' vic.lrs. 240 0 21 0 16 a7t

'ltnt:in in the table represent MIS intake and closure formg for cases refarred or closed
Y through Novezber 30, 1980 that ware received at IPA by January 9, 1981.

; ) P

The abbreviation

N *C.S.Mrs.° refars to unpaid community service hours, "Vic.Hrs.” refers to unpaid victim *
\

v Service.
Zmu projects are closed,

.xncl.udn transfers.
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1 Introduction- '
£l

- Th& nationdl eva].uat:ion of :he Juvenile Resntution :.m.:ia:zve 1s _one

~ of the largest research projects’ ever funded by &he National Instztute of,

-~ .

. Juvenile Justice and Delmquency Prewention. Undez study are 85 separate

restitution projects in 26 states, Puerto R.xcg. and the District o‘fAéol\mbza.
:.nc].‘uding 35 darectly-funded pzo‘JectS and 50 others spa:med by omnibus grants
f .

&0 six statewide agenczes.l o\:'ez a three-year .penod comprehensive data will
be collected on nozelhan 50,000 referrals to restitution pzo)écts, and per-
sonal’ interviews will be conducted'thﬁ about 7,000 juvenile offenders and
at lea_st an equal pumber gf‘ vxctms.z In addition, the attitudes of more

. than 1,200 lay citizens and 300 juvenile J;xsticé professionals concerning
restitution and )wenilé crime will be explored. All together, more than

. o . .

~ oneshalf oillzon comfuter cards--or nearly 265 boxes--will be required simply

«
- d . *

’ ¢
. *¢ tO store all the data, .

’,
The question of why these data are being coliected should be obvious to
. .- .

even the’ harshest™eritic of evaluation rbsearch. with more than $30 million -«
in federal funds committed to juvenile, restitution, every effort must be made
v to docuzent that restitution Was implemented, given a fair chance, and fully

tested. Al]. aspects of the research desxg_n developed for the evaluation, &n

>

fact, Ve dedicated to those purposes. - ~
.. H
« " This papez will explain how th& data for this evaluation are being col-

lected and what useS will be made of them. It begins with a review of the
- £ 4
objectives of the injitiative, for those provide the primary guidance to the
’ >
quesr.ions being asked and the pzopositions being examined. The remainder.of

the paper win set forth the three major components of the evaluation, descnbe

the’ studies bcmg conducted, and discuss the progress to date.

.
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N\ .
“ ™ eeeObiectives of the Initiaﬁivg Y P

~a

A\
. The objectives of the initiative were spelled out in the Program Announce-~
1 ment issued in February, 1978.3 They are:*
(1) A reduction in the number of youths incarcerated.

(2)_ A reduction in recidivism of those youths involved in restitution
prograns. . , )
-

(3) Provision for some redress or satisfaction with regard to the

reasonable value of the .damage or loss suffered by victims of juvenile offenses.
. (4) Increased knowledge about the feasibility of restitution for juve- ,
niles in terms of cost effec'tiveness, impact on dxff;ring categories of
youthful offc}nders, and the juvenile justice process. '
* {S) An increased sense of responsibility and accéuntab;.lity on the
‘ part of youthfu]: offenders for their behavior.
(6) 'Greater community confic?ence in the juvenile justice process.
Reflected in these objectives are several specific concerns:
Pirst, attention in the initiative clearly is directed at the policjes
of juver'xile couzts.' concerning the more“§erious offender~-the juvenile who
* has had prior contact with the policeland{or the court or wllno has committed,

as a first offense, a crime which would place him or her in jeopardy of

incarceration. By requiring tHat referrals to restitution programs be

limited to adjudicated delinquentsi,a;nd by%mp.hasizing that the programs be\ '

used as alternatives to 1nca.rceratiom.the initiative obviously is targeted

ne

. . o
B at a particular type of juvenile-offender. * -

GRS

vy

Second, concern for the hnpact of‘_‘a restitution program on the juvenile
- " - . ~
justice process as a'whole is expressed in Objective 4, One important issue .

is whether the implementation of a restitution program, as an unintended and™, o
anant%d consequente, will "widen the ne,t:" for juvenile offenders and ensnare

. ERIC )
‘
= .

g - . .
.. N



-

:;d‘k&\:k";vlvt"'\’ﬁ & ::x,mh LT et ™ ™o - - - T
more youths in the system. This might occur if juvenile authorities view
. B,

restitution as an attractivé disposition, especially when 'weighed against
- unattractive altex:natives, and begin }:o mcx‘ease the number of petitions
filed and the number of you;:hs adjudicated. On the other hanq, there is the
questiSn of whether Jjuvenile court Judgels will, in fact, use restitution as

an alternative even when it is made available to them.-
. f

T}lird, assumptions are mgde concerning the impact of participatior; in R
a restaitution program on bot); offenders and victims. Through direct resti-

. <tution or community service, offenders are expécted t:.o experience "an increased a
sense of responsibility and accountability” (Objle'c}:ive S) and be less inclined
to commit further offenses (Objective 2). Victims, by receiwing redress or
satisfaction with regard to their damage or loss (Objective 3), should mani-
fest improved attitudes toward the Juvenile justice system and this, in

turn, should promote greater community confadence in the juvemile Justice
E . < .
process (Objective 6). .
.

1

Fourth, it is suggested (by Objective 4) that the feasibility of resti-

tution may differ by category of juvenile offenders. in other words, attention

b -
should be focused on the characteristics of youth who demonstrate signifitantly
- S

different rates of success in completing restitution requirements. ,

-

Fifth, concern is expressed (again in Objective 4) about the cost- ~ s

effectiveness of restitution as a feasible sanction for Juvenile offenders. .

A related issue is the cost of different types of resi:itution programs, and
. .

especialty the cost and effectiveness of differsnt restitution program
N .

g ”
components. B

A theoretical “framework which relates the objectives of the initiative,
as dependeni: var;gx?]yf to participation in restitution programs of different

types and undér conditions has been fully explicated elBewherd and is too .
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4
lengthy for inclusion here. The following sectyons outline the major’com-
poddnts of the evaluation and discuss each in terms of its pqrpose, the
objectives addressed, the research design, the data collectlon procedures,
and' the progress made thus far, — >

«
.

Component No. Impact Assessment
_&_%b_ . .

. .
The first pajor conponent of the evaluation is designed to assess the
.

impact of restitution or offenders anid victims. So that the ’ﬁnique efforts

of restitution can be isolated, experimental- research design--involving the .

.

random, assignment of adJudxcated delinquents and their vicums into experi-

mental and ‘control groups--have been established in six project sites:

. -
Ventura County, CA; Clayton County, GA; Oklahoma County, OK; seattle, WA;
- - o

Dane County, WI; and Washington, pC. "rhis segment of the evalouation‘ focuses
4

Ll
-
on outcome measures such as 'rates of recidivism and shifts in attitudes, and

involves comparisons between restitution and non-restitution d:.spositions, .
programtxc‘ restitution and non-programmatic restitution; ana restitution

as a sol